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PROJECT FINAL CLOSE-OUT REPORT 
a 

BUILDING 123 DECOMMISSIONING PROJECT 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 

The purpose of this close-out report is to document completion of the Building 123 
Decommissioning Project. This report is formatted as required by the Rocky Flats Cleanup 
Agreement Implementation Guidance Document. This report also documents completion of 
performance, as defined in the Rating Plan for Performance Measure 97-C5.01 R (see Attachment 
3). 

The objective of this project was to decommission Buildings 123, 1 13, 1 14, and 123s in support 
of the Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site (RFETS) Ten-Year Plan to close the site. 
Building 123 was targeted for decommissioning because it was believed to be relatively low-risk. 
Decommissioning of the Building 123 structure offered an opportunity to strengthen the 

decommissioning expertise on a moderately sized, relatively low-risk building. The other 
buildings were small structures immediately adjacent to Building 123 and could be conveniently 
and economically removed when Building 123 was demolished. A brief description of the 
decommissioning tasks is provided in Section 2.0 of this report. Drawings showing the project 
location and the Building 123 floor plan may be found in Attachment 1. The photographs are 
located in Attachment 2. 

The decommissioning of Building 123 was done according to the Proposed Action Memorandum 
for the Decommissioning of Building 723 (PAM), Revision 6, dated March 26, 1998 (Attachment 4). 
The PAM provides a detailed description of the decommissioning tasks for Buildings 123, 1 13, 
1 14, and 123s. These tasks included decontamination of radiologically contaminated facility 
systems, partial closure of Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Unit 40, and 
characterization of Individual Hazardous Substance Sites (IHSS) 121 and 148. 

2.0 REMEDIAL ACTION DESCRIPTION 

2.1 GENERAL 

Decommissioning of Buildings 123, 1 13, 1 14, and 123s was conducted in three major phases: 
Strip-Out, Asbestos Abatement, and Demolition. A description of each phase is provided in 
Sections 2.4 and 2.5 below. Prior to implementation of these three main phases, the following 
activities occurred: 

2.1.1 Environmental Readiness Evaluation (ERE) 

Throughout the majority of the project, and Environmental Readiness Evaluation (ERE) was 
conducted by Kaiser-Hill Company, L.L.C. (K-H) and U.S. Department of Energy (DOE). The 
purpose of the ERE was to review documentation prepared to support the project and conduct 
interviews with various project personnel, to determine whether the project was prepared to 
proceed with each major phase (Strip-Out, Asbestos Abatement, and Demolition). Findings and 
observations from the ERE team were addressed by the project team and corrected prior to 
initiation of work. ERE approval from K-H and DOE was required prior beginning Strip-Out, 
Asbestos Abatement, and Demolition. Documentation of each of the three ERE reviews is 0 attached in Attachment 5. 
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2.1.2 Integrated Safety Management 

Consideration for safety was integrated into all facets of the Building 123 Decommissioning 
Project. The Integrated Safety Management principles (defining scope, identifying hazards, 
implementing controls, performing the work, and providing feedback) were implemented during 
general project planning, during the preparation of project plans and documents, and during daily 
execution of project tasks. On a project level, hazards were defined as the scope was being 
developed. Resources were allocated and the project schedule was designed to address 
implementation of the required controls. Project plans (such as sampling plans, radiological 
survey plans, engineering documents, and Integrated Work Control Packages) addressed scope, 
hazards, and necessary controls at a more detailed level. Finally, hazards and controls were 
addressed during the daily execution of work tasks in Plan of the Day meetings and through the 
development of Activity Hazard Analyses. As a result, the project was successfully completed 
with only two Occupational Safety and Health Agency Recordable Accidents: one bee sting, and 
one sore knee. 

2.2 

Decommissioning of Building 123 began with the relocation of building tenants, and removal of 
furniture, equipment, and excess chemicals. An Economic Disposal Plan was developed for the 
excess furniture and equipment by the RFETS Property Utilization and Disposal Department and 
the K-H Safeguards, Security, Site Operations and Integration (SSSOI) Department. Excess 
chemicals were inventoried, classified, and either shipped to an approved off-site treatment, 
storage and disposal facility (TSDF), or stored on-site in accordance with the Waste Chemical 
Consent Order and RFETS procedures. Attachment 6 contains a portion of the Property 
Disposal Inventory and Economic Disposition Plan (the actual documentation is of considerable 
size and is on file with K-H SSSOl and correspondence documenting the disposition of waste 
chemicals in Building 123. 

2.3 CHARACTERIZATION 

RELOCATION OF BUILDING TENANTS, EQUIPMENT, AND CHEMICALS 

a 

The buildings were then characterized for hazards and potential contamination. The 
Reconnaissance Level Characterization Report for Building 123, October 1 997 (Attachment 7) 
identifies the type, quantity, condition, and location of both confirmed and potential sources of 
radioactive and hazardous substances which were present in Building 123. No significant 
hazards were identified in Buildings 123S, 113, and 114. Hazards identified in Building 123 are 
listed below: 

Asbestos 
PCB's in light ballasts 
Fluorescent Light bulbs (were handled as hazardous waste due to mercury) 
Perchloric acid 
Chemicals 
RCRA hazardous waste 
Radiological contamination 
Metals (lead, chromium, cadmium, an arsenic) in paint 

Characterization was followed by detailed planning, engineering, and award of subcontracts for 
strip-out, asbestos abatement, and building demolition. 
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2.4 STRIP-OUT AND ASBESTOS ABATEMENT 

During the strip-out and asbestos abatement phases of the project, all of the identified hazards 
were removed from the buildings in preparation for demolition. Most strip-out and asbestos 
abatement activities were conducted concurrently. Due to the presence of multiple contaminants 
in Building 123, removal of the hazards had to be carefully sequenced to minimize potential 
exposures to the workers. For example, explosion hazards from perchloric acid had to be 
eliminated before asbestos abatement could begin. Asbestos abatement often included the 
removal of materials that were radiologically contaminated, and that contained lead. 

2.4.1 Strip-Out 

Strip-out activities included the following tasks: 

0 

Removal of all carpet. 

0 

Removal of radioactively contaminated asbestos floor tile. 

Removal of all process hoods and associated ducting, including a thorough rinse of the hood 
and ducting system, process waste system, and process scrubbers for perchloric acid. 

Removal of all laboratory cabinets, counter tops, and sinks. 

Partial closure of RCRA Unit 40. Closure of this portion of RCRA Unit 40 included removal of 
above grade and use of extraction technology/rinsate sampling for closure of below grade 
portions of the piping, sumps, and pipe chases. 

Removal of a 68-ton leadkteel vault for refurbishment and shipment to Russia by DOE. 

0 

0 
0 

Removal of miscellaneous items such as fire protection equipment which was salvaged for 
future use. 

Strip-Out activities of special interest are summarized below: 

Perchloric Acid Rinse 

A strip-out activity of note was the removal of perchloric acid residues from the process ventilation 
and piping systems. As stated above, the entire hood, ducting, process waste, and scrubber 
system were flushed to rinse perchloric acid residues. The flushing procedure was developed by 
Resource Technologies Group under subcontract to the Strip-OutlDemolition Subcontractor 
[Denver West Remediation and Construction, L.L.C. (DWRC)]. Due to the explosive nature of 
perchloric acid, the process for rinsing and dismantling the system was meticulously planned by 
experienced personnel to ensure the safety of the workers implementing the procedure. The 
procedure was reviewed by independent expert s at the Oak Ridge National Laboratory prior to 
approval. Generally, all surfaces were wetted, power washed, and tested prior to cutting and 
removal. Mechanical connections were cut from the system, and disassembled while submerged 
under water. 

Y 
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Removal of the Lead/Steel Vault 

Building 123 housed a 68-ton leadistee1 vault that was once used for lung and body counting. 
The vault was constructed of unique steel manufactured prior to 1945. Steel manufactured prior to 
this date is free of radioactivity resulting from nuclear fallout, which makes the material valuable for 
use as shielding when measuring internally deposited radioactivity. DOE found that there was a 
need for the vault in Russia, and made arrangements for the vault to be removed, refurbished, 
and then shipped to the Russian government. 

Prior to building demolition, temporary structural supports were installed and a bearing wall of 
Building 123 was removed. The vault was moved out of the building on cribbing, placed onto a 
trailer, and hauled to Lawrence Livermore in California for refurbishment and shipment. 

Concrete Sampling 

The concrete slab was sampled during the strip-out phase for radiological contamination. All 
sampling was conducted according to the Concrete Sampling and Analysis Plan to Characterize 
the Building 723 Slab, December 1997. Characterization of the slab was necessary to determine 
levels of contamination due to the following features: 

.. 
Source pits: concrete lined pits installed during original construction for the storage of 
radioactive sources. These pits varied in depth from 8" to 18'. 

Floor drains which were used at one time to divert process waste through the original process 
waste line #P-2 to Building 374 for treatment. 

Secondary containment sumps for the active process waste lines in Rooms 156, 157, and 
158. 

0 Process waste pump sumps in the courtyard and in Room 125. 

Concrete core data was used determine which areas of the slab had radiological contamination, 
the extent of the contamination, and which areas of the slab needed to undergo additional 
decontamination or encapsulation. This data was also transmitted to the Rocky Mountain 
Remediation Services, L.L.C. (RMRS) Environmental Restoration Department for their use in 
ranking the IHSS. The Concrete Sampling and Analysis Plan and the results of this sampling 
may be found in Attachment 20. 

2.4.2 Asbestos Abatement 

Extensive asbestos abatement was also conducted in Building 123. Concurrent with strip-out 
activities, abatement of nonfriable asbestos was conducted. This included removal of the 
following asbestos containing materials (ACM): 

Asbestos containing cabinet linings. 

Counter tops with asbestos containing mastic. 

Doors with asbestos core material. 

0 Arc shutes in one of the building transformers. 
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This was followed by abatement under full containment for the following friable and non-friable 
ACM: 

Wall board (transite panels). 

Drywall, mud, and tape. 

Floor tile. 

Thermal insulation. 

Loose fill in concrete block. 

All asbestos abatement was done in accordance with an Abatement Plan prepared by the 
Abatement Subcontractor and accepted by RMRS for K-H project personnel. Completion of 
abatement was confirmed by an independent, State Certified, abatement oversight personnel 
through visual inspections and clearance air sampling. All abatement, air sampling, and sample 
analysis was conducted in accordance with State regulations. Documentation demonstrating 
completion of asbestos abatement may be found in Attachment 9. 

2.4.3 Unforeseen Site Conditions 

The project encountered several unforeseen site conditions during the strip-out and asbestos 
abatement phases. In each situation, associated work was stopped, the project team called-in 
subject matter experts to help determine appropriate actions, health and safety issues were 
addressed, and work packages were modified to include the new actions. As a result, all 
unforeseen site conditions were addressed without safety issues. The following is a list of the 
conditions encountered: 

An abandoned duct was found above a suspended ceiling in Room 11 1. The duct was not 
properly supported and contained perchloric acid residues. 

Loose asbestos fill was found inside the cells of a concrete block wall. 

In Room 135, an additional room was constructed of transite within the original room walls. 

Stub-ups of old process waste piping were found underneath cabinets in several of the 
original laboratories. 

Asbestos mastic was found under the laboratory counter tops. 

High contamination areas were designated in Rooms 123 and 124. 

The extent of radiological contamination in Rooms 103 and 109 was much more widespread 
than originally anticipated. 

High contamination was also found on the south wall of Room 11 1. 
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Prior to demolition, all utilities were disconnected from the buildings. Utilities included power, water 
(domestic and fire), communications, alarms, steam, natural gas, plant air, and sanitary sewer. In 
addition, documentation verifying that all asbestos containing materials were removed was 
transmitted to the Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment (CDPHE) (Attachment 

Final radiological surveys were then conducted in Buildings 123, 113, 114, and 123s according to 
the Close-Out Radiological Survey Plan for the 123 Cluster, January 1998. Results are 
documented in the Close-Out Radiological Survey Report for the 123 Cluster, August 1998. Any 
areas that contained radioactive material above the unrestricted release criteria were 
decontaminated to meet the release criteria prior to demolition. However, some areas of the 
Building 123 slab could not be adequately decontaminated however. These areas were 
encapsulated with epoxy paint to fix any removable contamination in excess of the release 
criteria. These areas were also protected with steel plates, and will be evaluated during ranking 
of IHSS 121, 148 and the remaining building slab. 

9). 

Once DOE approved the final radiological surveys, the buildings were demolished in accordance 
with a Demolition Plan prepared by DWRC and accepted by RMRS and K-H project personnel. 

Certificates of Destruction were completed for each of the buildings once demolition was complete 
(Attachment 10). These were filed with the DOE Realty Officer. 

All waste generated during demolition was also handled in accordance with the project Waste 
Management Plan and applicable plant procedures. All waste characterization, packaging, 
shipment, and documentation was supervised by a full time Environmental CoordinatorNVaste 
Management Specialist. Refer to Section 12 for additional information on waste management. 

2.6 WASTE MANAGEMENT 

All waste generated during strip-out, asbestos abatement, and demolition was handled in 
accordance with the project Waste Management Plan (Attachment 14) and applicable plant 
procedures. All waste characterization, packaging, shipment, and documentation was supervised 
by a full time Environmental CoordinatorNVaste Management Specialist. Refer to Section 12 for 
additional information on waste management. 

2.7 IHSS CHARACTERIZATION 

Upon completion of the building demolition, preliminary characterization of IHSS 121 and 148 was 
completed. The characterization was conducted in accordance with the Soil Sampling and 
Analysis Plan to Characterize lndividual Hazardous Substance Sites (IHSS) 721 and 148 at 
Building 123 (SAP), May 1998 (Attachment 11). Results of the preliminary characterization are 
documented in the Final Pre-Remedial lnvestigation of Individual Hazardous Substance Sites 
(lHSS) 121 and 148 at Building 723, Data Summary Report, September 1998 (Attachment 18). 
The characterization data was used by the RMRS Environmental Restoration (ER) Projects 
Department to rank the IHSS. The ER Ranking spreadsheet is located in Attachment 19. 
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3.0 REMEDIAL ACTION GOALS VERIFICATION 

3.1 REMEDIAL ACTION GOALS 

Verification of remedial action goals for the Building 123 Decommissioning project is summarized in 
several reports. The following table, Table 3- 7, Verification Documentation and Remedial Actions 
describes the remedial action described in the PAM, and the associated verification report. 
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Table 3-1 Verification Documentation and Remedial Actions 

Remedial Action I Verification Documentation I 

Characterization of IHSS 121 and 
148 

Partial Closure of RCRA Unit 40 

~~ ~~ 

Final Pre-Remedial Investigation of Individual Hazardous 
Substance Sites (IHSS) 121 and 148 at Building 123, 
Data Summary Report, September 1998 (Attachment 18). 

Asbestos Abatement 

Certification of Closure for the Building 123 Components 
of RCRA Unit 40, May 1998 (Attachment 8). 

Demolition Notifications to the CDPHE, Air Quality Control 
Division and clearance air sampling documentation 
(Attachment 9). 

I Close-Out Radiological Survey Report for the 123 I contamination I Cluster, August 1998. 
Decontamination of radiological 
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Detailed descriptions of the RCRA Closure, radiological decontamination, and IHSS 
characterization may be found in the documents referenced above. These documents provide 
actual analytical results of samples and surveys. The RCRA CertificationReport and 
documentation related to asbestos abatement may be found in the referenced attachments. Due 
to the volume of information contained in the Close-Out Radiological Survey Report, this report 
will not be provided as an attachment. It has been distributed to DOE and is available for review 
upon request. The Final Pre-Remedial lnvestigation of Individual Hazardous Substance Sites 
(IHSS) 121 and 148 at Building 123, Data Summary Report and the RCRA Certification Report 
have also been distributed to DOE. 

In addition, it should be noted that there were no releases to the environment due to the 
decommissioning of Buildings 123, 113, 114, and 123s. 

3.2 REMEDIAL ACTION DELIVERABLES 

In addition to the remedial action goals defined in the PAM, the CDPHE specified certain 
requirements that needed to be fulfilled as a condition of their approval of the PAM. These 
requirements are defined in the letter from the CDPHE to DOE dated August 25, 1997 (Attachment 
12). Approval of the PAM was conditional, dependent on completion of the following actions: 

1) Review and approval of the SAP. 

2) Review and approval of the IHSS 148 Remediation Plan (Note: This action was deleted by 
an approved modification to the PAM on March 28, 1998) 

3) Review and approval of the Unit 40 Closure Plan. 

4) Review only of the Asbestos Abatement Plan. 

5 )  Review and approval of the Demolition Plan. 

Copies of approval letters for the SAP, the Closure Plan, and the Demolition Plan are included in 
Attachment 12. Also included is a transmittal letter for the Asbestos Abatement Plan. 
Modifications were made to the PAM in Revision 6, March 1998. This revision clarified that 
remediation was not included in the scope of this project. The Building 123 Decommissioning 
Project included only the characterization of IHSS 121 and 148. Therefore, a remediation plan is 
not required as part of the Building 123 PAM. 

3.3 DOCUMENTATION OF REMEDIAL ACTIONS 

All Administrative Records for the Building 123 Decommissioning Project have been tracked and 
controlled as required. Attachment 13 contains a summary of Building 123 documents and records. 

4.0 RCRA CLOSURE (VERIFICATION OF TREATMENT PROCESS) 

The only treatment process used during the Decommissioning of Building 123 was 
decontamination of some components of RCRA Unit 40 using an extraction technology. These 
operations were conducted as part of the Closure Plan for Building 123 Components of RCRA 
Unit 40 (RCRA Closure Plan), Revision 0, November 12, 1997 and not the Building 123 PAM. A 
detailed description can be found in the RCRA Closure Plan and the report entitled Certification of 
Closure for the Building 123 Components of RCRA Unit 40, May 1998 (Attachment 8). A brief 
description of the closure status of RCRA Unit 40 in Building 123 is summarized on the next page. 
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The RCRA Closure Plan listed three options for closing the system: 

1 ) Decontamination, 

2) 

3) Debris treatment. 

Disposal as RCRA listed mixed waste; and 

All above-ground components of RCRA Unit 40 in Building 123 were removed and managed as 
RCRA listed mixed waste in accordance with Option 2 of the Closure Plan. This waste will be 
sent to an approved TSDF for disposal. 

Closure of the pipe chases and sumps in Rooms 156 and 158 was done in accordance with 
Option 1 (decontamination) of the RCRA Closure Plan. Analytical testing confirmed that these 
components met RCRA Clean Closure Standards. 

Closure of the pipe chases and sump in Room 157 was also done accordance with Option 1 of 
the Closure Plan. Analytical testing showed that nickel was present at 11 1 parts per billion (ppb) 
which is 11 ppb above the Tier 2 standard. Since nickel is not identified as a contaminant of 
concern and it is not a RCRA regulated hazardous waste, COPHE has determined that no further 
action will be required for Sump 157. 

Closure of the sump in Room 125 and the underground piping did not meet the Closure 
Performance Standards. The rinsate sample for Room 125 exceeded standards for lead (56 ppb 
versus (vs) 15 ppb) and rinsate sample for the underground piping exceeded standards for 
chromium (588 ppb vs 100 ppb) and lead (21.7 ppb vs 15 ppb). The Closure Plan deferred 
any areas not meeting Clean Closure Standards to the ER Department. ER evaluated data from 
soil samples, groundwater monitoring, and the rinsate analysis to rank IHSS 121 , 148, and the 
under building contamination associated with Building 123. This evaluation will determine what, if 
any, remediation will be required for these areas. The ER ranking may be found in Attachment 19. 

5.0 RADIOLOGICAL ANALYSIS 

The Close-Out Radiological Survey Report for the 723 Cluster, August 1998 documents details 
of the radiological decontamination verification. As stated previously, this report is available for 
review upon request. 

Buildings 123, 1 13, 114, and 123s were surveyed in accordance with the Close-Out Radiological 
Survey Plan for the 723 Cluster, Revision 4. This Plan incorporated uidance provided by the 

Manual for Conducting Radiological Surveys in Support of License Termination, NUREGER- 
5849 (draft). Final disposition of building materials was determined following an analysis of the 
data obtained from the radiological surveys and samples collected during the final survey 
process. When compared against the 123 Cluster Derived Concentration Guideline Levels, and 
DOE’S “No-Rad-Added Program”, survey and sample results indicated that all building materials 
remaining following strip-out, except for the Building 123 concrete slab and paint covering the 
‘Room 11 1 south wall, could be released in an unrestricted manner. 

Multi-Agency Radiation Survey and Site lnvestigation Manual (MAR 8 SIM) (draft) and the 
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Contaminated paint from Room 11 1 was removed and disposed of as low level radioactive waste 
prior to building demolition. Residual radioactivity in excess of the release criteria remains within 
the Building 123 slab and is located in what was once Rooms 109, 123, and 124. Attempts to 
remediate these areas failed. In an effort to protect these areas from the weather and demolition 
activities, the areas were sealed with a weather proof epoxy coating and covered with a steel 
plate bolted into the slab. In addition, abandoned source wells and process waste piping located 
in the Building 123 slab have not been fully characterized. The areas containing elevated levels 
of residual radioactivity, abandoned process waste piping, and source wells will be addressed 
during evaluation of IHSS 121, 148 and the Building 123 slab. 

6.0 WASTE STREAM IDENTIFICATION 

Waste generated during the project was handled according to the Waste Management Plan for 
Building 123, March 1998 (Attachment 14). This report included a summary of anticipated wastes 
and instructions for the disposition of each waste stream. 

The tables in Attachment 15 list the waste streams and actual quantities of waste generated 
during the decommissioning of Buildings 123, 1 13, 114, and 123s. 

7.0 SITE RECLAMATION 

Soil remediation was not within the scope of this project. As described in the PAM, subsurface 
contamination identified during the course of the project will be evaluated by the RMRS ER 
Department. 

8.0 DEVIATIONS FROM THE DECISION DOCUMENT 

There are no deviations from the PAM. The PAM was updated regularly throughout the project to 
reflect changes in the project plan, scope, andlor sequence of activities. The last minor 
modification to the PAM was approved on March 28, 1998 (see Attachment 4). 

9.0 DEMARCATION OF WHERE EXCAVATION TOOK PLACE 

No excavation took place during the decommissioning of Building 123 project other than 
characterization drilling, conducted under the SAP. Refer to the SAP for locations of drill samples 
collected to characterize IHSS 121, 148, and the building slab. All drilling was done in accordance 
with a Rocky Flats Soil Disturbance Permit. 

10.0 DEMARCATION OF WASTES LEFT IN PLACE 

No wastes have been left in place, Buildings 123, 1 13, 1 14, and 123s were removed down to 
the respective building slabs. The building slabs are considered components of the IHSS and 
will be evaluated as part of the IHSS 121 and 148 ranking by ER. 
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11.0 DATES AND DURATION OF SPECIFIC ACTIVITIES 

Planning for the Building 123 Decommissioning Project began in January 1997. Reconnaissance 
characterization of the buildings took place in September and October 1997. This was followed 
by engineering, evacuation of the building, and award of subcontracts for the building strip-out, 
asbestos abatement and demolition. Work by the subcontractors began in November 1997 and 
was completed in May 1998. Details of the work completed between November and May are 
provided in Section 2 of this report. 

12.0 FINAL DISPOSITION OF WASTES 

The table in Attachment 15 lists final volumes of all wastes generated during the Building 123 
Decommissioning Project. Also included in Attachment 15 is a Waste Stream Residue 
Identification and Characterization (WSRIC) Summary for the waste streams generated during 
decommissioning of Buildings 123, 1 13, 1 14, and 123s. Each waste stream generated was 
assigned a waste code. The following is a summary of the waste code categories: 

1 . Non-radiologically contaminated, non-hazardous waste (including asbestos), 

2. Non-radiologically contaminated, hazardous waste, 

3. Radiologically contaminated waste (including asbestos); and 

4. Low-level mixed waste. 

Building materials were analyzed according to the TCLP to determine whether the wastes met 
Land Disposal Restrictions specified in 40 CFR 268. The data is summarized in Attachment 16. 
The results were presented to CDPHE, and it was agreed that the analysis data was adequate 
to demonstrate that the wastes were non- hazardous. 

13.0 LESSONS LEARNED 

The Building 123 Decommissioning Project was completed without serious personnel injuries or 
environmental impact, but the project experienced several unknown site conditions, which 
impacted the budget and schedule. Lessons learned for the project are stated in a report entitled 
Lessons Learned for the Building 123 Decommissioning Project, dated August 1998 (Attachment 
17). An executive summary of the lessons is provided below: 

1. The safety performance throughout the project was well managed and safety was always 
given top priority by all team members. However, attention to detail decreased some near 
completion of the field activities. There was not enough attention given to routine clean-up 
tasks, which resulted in a near-miss safety incident, which could have lead to an injury. The 
lesson learned is that safety awareness must be given highest priority from the start of the 
project through completion of all field activities. 
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2. The planning phase of the project was incomplete. The schedule was not given sufficient 
input and review from the performing organizations and was not tracked sufficiently during 
project execution. The Risk Analysis and Contingency Analysis did not address all potential 
areas of change. Several essential assumptions were not included in the Proposed 
Execution Plan (PEP). Team members changed significantly through the life cycle of the 
project which was disruptive and affected efficiency. Finally, the project planning documents 
were not as detailed as they should have been due to limited preparation time and limited 
access the facility. 

3. Characterization of Building 123 was not allocated sufficient time and budget. The result was 
an incomplete reconnaissance survey of the building hazards and contamination. Access to 
the facility was limited due to late evacuation of the tenants, which restricted surveys and 
sampling. In addition, the characterization report was not updated to include new information 
on hazards and contamination as the information became available. 

4. There was not a formal facility transition/turnover from Operations to the Project Team. No 
transition plan was developed and no final walkdown/inspection of the facility was conducted 
with the two parties. As a result, the Project Team accepted the building without full 
knowledge of the condition of the building. Building systems were reported as functioning, but 
were, in fact, not functional requiring maintenance. Materials and equipment were left in the 
building that the Project Team then had to disposition. The facility was not secured and new 
materials and chemicals were unexpectedly “dropped-off”. 

5. The execution of the field work was complicated due to the fact that three separate 
subcontracts were awarded requiring the coordination of many different parties. The 
complicated coordination was complicated by the fact that several unforeseen site conditions 
were encountered (as described in Section 2.4.4). 

6. Radiological requirements for the project changed several times, which impacted the schedule. 
Field supervision of the Radiological Control Technicians was not consistent. There was 

confusion between what DOE wanted and needed and what Radiological Operations was 
providing. Finally, data was not collected consistently, nor managed and tracked effectively. 

7. The final radiological surveys had to be much more detailed that originally planned. The final 
report changed from Class Ill (10% survey with no grids) to Class I (100% survey with one 
meter grids) due to the additional radiological contamination found in the building. In addition, 
unexpected isotopes were identified which required work to be suspended until the 
contamination could be properly characterized. 

14.0 CONCLUSION 

The goals and objectives of the Building 123 Decommissioning PAM were fulfilled. 
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DESCRIPTION - ROCKY FLATS FIELD OFFICE 
BLDG. - 123 
CONTRACTOR - DENVER WEST REMEDIATION & CONSTRUCTION 
#50276 - 01 - LOOKING SW FROM SW CORNER OF BLDG. 331 
12/4/97 



DESCRIPTION - ROCKY FLATS FIELD OFFICE 
BLDG. - 123 
CONTRACTOR - DENVER WEST REMEDIATION & CONSTRUCTION 
#50563 - 09 - A PLASTIC CONTAINMENT IS CONSTRUCTED TO SCABBLE CONTAMINATED 

PAINT FROM THE SOUTH WALL OF ROOM 11 1 
4/23/98 



DESCRIPTION - ROCKY FLATS FIELD OFFICE 
BLDG. - 123 
CONTRACTOR - DENVER WEST REMEDIATION & CONSTRUCTION 
#50563 - 05 - THE BACK SIDE OF ROOM 11 I S  SOUTH WALL DURING SCABBLING OF 

CONTAMINATED PAINT FROM THE SOUTH WALL OF ROOM 11 1 
4/23/98 



DESCRIPTION - ROCKY FLATS FIELD OFFICE 
BLDG. - 123 
CONTRACTOR - DENVER WEST REMEDIATION & CONSTRUCTION 
#50581 - 09 - BUILDING 123 DEMOLITION, THE FIRST BITE 
4/98/98 



DESCRIPTION - ROCKY FLATS FIELD OFFICE 
BLDG. - 123 
CONTRACTOR - DENVER WEST REMEDIATION & CONSTRUCTION 
#50584 - 18 - BUILDING 123 DEMOLITION, LOOKING NORTH FROM THE ROOF OF BUILDING 

460 
4/28/98 



DESCRIPTION - ROCKY FLATS FIELD OFFICE 
BUILDING 123 
CONTRACTOR - DENVER WEST REMEDIATION AND CONSTRUCTION 
#50623 - 20 - BUILDING 123, LOOKING NORTHEAST AT DEMOLITION ACTIVITIES 
511 4/98 



\ 

DESCRIPTION - ROCKY FLATS FIELD OFFICE 

CONTRACTOR - DENVER WEST REMEDIATION AND CONSTRUCTION 
#50629 - 20 - BUILDING 123, LOOKING NORTH AT FINAL DEMOLITION ACTIVITIES 

BUILDING 123 

FROM THE ROOF OF BUILDING 460 
511 8/98 



DESCRIPTION - ROCKY FLATS FIELD OFFICE 

CONTRACTOR - DENVER WEST REMEDIATION AND CONSTRUCTION 
#50643 - 06 - BUILDING 123 SLAB, LOOKING NORTHEAST AFTER DEMOLITION 
5/27/98 

BUILDING 123 
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RATING PLAN 97-CS.OlR - -  
, 

e " 

or Kevision NO. : 
$ 521K ~ ATTACHMENT(S) 0 

ADS Element No. WAD No. Reiab.xicommitmentr: Fee Billingsshould reflect B&R 
CP-lo00 25 
Related Performance Objective: 
Achieve immediate site condition for Industrial Zone 
Related Performance hi: 
Remove 125/441 Cluster 

CodeNo. EW0540000 

Brie/. descriptive sunuuy:  

1. Complete decommissioning and demolition of Buildings 123 and 123s. and; 
2. remove debris by February IO, 1998. 

For Performance Met&. see Secbbn K 

I .  

2. 

80% of PM fee may be earned for the completion of Buildings 123 and 123s demolition 

20% of PM fee may be earned for debris removal 

, 

rponsible RFFO Manager Date 
W M g r  Signed 
itial Jessie Roberson 

l /  F o n  Revision Date: wi.4 FFOP 5700.5. Attachment A v RP Revised: 8/16/97 1 2 1  P M  



niiau 1~11~1111 3 
RFIRMRS-98-253 

RATING PLAN 
Page 2 of 2 

97-C5.01R 
Measure NO 

1. Complete decommissioning and demolition of Buildings -123 and 123s by 
February 10, 1998. 

Buildings 123 and 123s structures have been demolished with no stmctural material remaining above the top of 
the slab by February 10, 1998. 

All pipes and conduit removed above the slab and capped appropriately with end caps of similar material . 
Capping shall be completed by February 10. 1998. 

All penetrations of the slab shall be sealed by February IO. 1998. to effectivly prevent water penetration until 
the slab is removed. 

2. Remove debris by February 10, 1998. 
Debris has  been removed from the building site by February 10, 1998. 

DEFINITIONS 
Demolished: Complete removal of building structure above the slab including piping. ventilation. and process waste 
lines. Capped pipes may protrude from the slab as noted below. 

Capped: The end of the pipe closed with an end cap that completely seals the pipe. Protrusion of the cap above the slab 
shall not exceed 6 inches or the outside diameter of the pipe, whichever is larger. 

Sealed: Direct Pathways (joints, penetrations) are covered or sealed with appropriate material to prevent water passage 
through the slab. 

Debris removal: ( I )  free released material is recycled off-site consistent with waste minimization program guidance 
andor shipped off-site for disposal in a permitted land fill. (2) waste determinations have been made to identify 
hazardous. low level radioactive. and mixed waste in accordance with 6 CCR ~007-3,265.16 and the Rocky Flats Low- 
level Waste Management Plan (44-RWPEWQA - 0014, Rev. I ) .  and; (3) hazardous, low level radioactive and low level 
mixed waste materials have been packaged and staged for disposal according to the Kaiser Hill Transportation Manual. 
TOC March 19, 1996. 

Free release material: Material exhibiting radioactivity at levels less than the criteria established i n  DOE Order 
5400.5 for protection o f  the public, and Radiological Requirements for Unrestricted Release of Property. Kaiser Hil l  4- 
S23-R01-03.02. Revision 0. May 8. 1995. 

COMPLETION DOCUMENTATION: (In nddition IO the Cmrpletinn Reporr] The documcnt(sI thar should be submitted /dura that should b 
vvnilnble /ncrionr to be taken by cvaluaror. to determine actual pcrji,rmance io rhe rcquiremenrs stared above. 
1. For Demolition: 

( 

A demcilition closure report for 123 and 123s confirming that demolition activities were completed by February 
10. 1998. including completion of the following documents: . 

Reconnaissance Level Characterization Report 
Health andSafetyPlan . 
Under Building Contamination Sampling and Analysis-Plan 
Waste Management Plan 

D,ocumentation to confirm completion of the following activities in accordance with the K-H Project 
Management Manual (Chapter 5): 

completion of  a property disposal inventory 
gevelopment o f  economic disposition plan($) 
completion o f  "readiness and removal activities". 
Groper storage and handling of unneeded propeny to maintain its fair market value as idenittied in the 
economic disposition plan above. 

I. For Debris Removal: 
The demolition closure report for 123 and 123s should also confirm that debris removal was completed by 
February IO. 1998. 
Shipping manifests for solid waste disposed in off site land fills andor recycled. 
Documentation to confirm appropriate packaging & staging of hazardous, low level radioactive and low level 
mixed waste materials as verified WEMS. 

GSUMPTIONS (Only YNccded) - E.& Assumed scheduks for necessary DOE or replalor rcvicws/approvals: 
If assumptwns are proven incorrect, schedule revi.swm may be in order) 

Vone 
Rating Plan Revised 8/18/97 1 09 PM 

Fdch 

B 

I) ". 



COMPLETION REPORT 97-C5.OlR 
Measure No. 

U nl 

Date: Amt: 
N I A  

Date: i 2nd Submission c] Correction to n 
3rd Submission n Final Submission n I ., 1 1  - I I 

SECTION II - RESULTS 
Brie/ description of actual accomplishments. Explain any variance wilh Rating Plan Section V completwn crirem, completion documents, and assmptions. I 
Complete decommissioning and demolition of Buildings 123 and 123s and remove debris by 
February 10, 1998. 

I 
SECTION III - EARNINGS CALCULATION 
StaYZLTdMeasure: Enter the fee  available (e.g., "all or noth?) 
Stretch or SuperStretch Measure: Based upon the Resulrs, above, calculate fee earned, using the Earnings Schedule from the Raiing Plan. 

1. 80% of PM fee may be earned for the completion of Buildings 123 and 123s demolition. ($416,800.00) 
2. 20% of PM fee may be earned for debris removal. ($104,20~0.00) 

TOTAL: $52 1,000.00 
Earnings on this performance measure (PM) are linked to incomplete Gateway PM No. 
There are known Category 1,2, or 3 event(s) that may result in offset: 0 Yes; 

from a prior fiscal year. 
No (if Yes, provide detnils) 

I 

SECTION JY - DOCUMENTATION 
List and attach the Completion Documents identifzd in the Hating Plan (explain any exceptions and variances). 

Verification Documentation listed in the Rating Plan include: (See attached binder) 
- Demolition Closure Report Summary (Section 1) 
- Project Completion Documentation (Section 2) 
- Reconnaissance Level Characterization Report (Section 3) 
- Health and Safety Plan (Section 4) 
- Under Building and Soil Sampling and Analysis Plan to Characterize Individual Hazardous Substance Sites 

- Waste Management Plan (Section 6) 
- Economic Disposition Plan and Property Disposal Information (Section 7) 
- Completion of Environmental Readiness Evaluation (ERE) (Section 8) 
- Summary of Waste Packaging and Documentation of Appropriate Packaging and Staging 

- Photographs (Section 10) 

(IHSS) 121 and 148 at Building 123 (Section 5) 

of Hazardous, Low Level Radioactive, and Low Level Mixed Waste (Section 9) 

recommendntion to the Contracting Officer; andfor providing nppropriate documentation nnd explanation in support of the position idolt1fi-d below. 

0 I concur fully with the Results and Earnings Calculation reflected above. 
0 I disagree totally with the Results shown and recommend denial of the claimed earnings. 

I acknowledge receipt of the Completion Report, but do not agree that the Measure has been 
completed and/or fee earned to the extent shown above. 

Name and Title of DOE/RFFO COR I Signature of DOE/RFFO COR 1 Date Signed 

RFFO F 5700 50 Sections I - V to be completed by Kaiser-Hill on Contract DE-AC34-95RF00825 Form Revision Date. 03/28/9 
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Proposed Action Memorandum 

for the 

Decommissioning of Building 123 (PAM) 
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This attachment includes the following: 

1. Revision 6 of the PAM (dated March 1998); and 

2. The last minor modification to this document (dated May 1998). 
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CORRES. CONTROL 
INCOMING LTR NO; - 

1 

‘ g Q Z l 2  RF 9E 
DUE DATE 
ACTION 

. .- Department of Energy C J .  a . 
b 

N 
25 ROCKY FLATS F IELO OFFICE 

P.O. BOX 928 
I 

GOLDEN. COLORADO 80402-0928 I 

I Mr. Steve Gunderson 
RFCA Project Coordinator 
Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment 
4300 Cherry Creek Drive South 
Denver, Colorado 80222- 1530 

Dear Mr. Gunderson: 

Pursuant to Part 10, paragraph 126 of the Rocky Rats CleanupAgreement (RFCA). t h l  

letter serves to notify the Lead Regulatory Agency of a minor modification to the 
Proposed Action Memorandum (PAM) for Building 123. 

The 123 PAM as originally written describes a three phase program: demolition of  the 
building; characterization of the soils in related Individual Hazardous Substance Sites 
(IHSS) 121 and 148; and remediation, if necessary, of the soils should any contaminatiL 
be found in excess of soil action levels. We are modifying the work scope to delete the 
remediation phase from the PAM, deferring this activity to the environmental restoratic 
program. Once the soils under and around the slab (IHSSs 121 and 148) have been 
characterized, we will use that information together with the information concerning th. 
radiation contamination remaining in the slab to determine the relative rank of the 
Building 123 remediation in comparison to other environmental restoLation remediatior. 
needs. 

1 

I 
w 

h -  

Reviewed for Addressee 
Corres. Control RFP 

Ref Ltr. # 

In a d w n ,  the Fiscal Year 1998 (FY98) RFCA Milestone (M8) reads “complete work 
d e s c n i d  in PAM for Building 123 and 123s by 9/1/98.” As we have previously agree 
the origin4 itaIicized language is not part of the milestone; instead, completing the 
actions outlined in the P A M  is the key element of compliance. As the modification will 
illustrate, these actions include building demolition and IHSS characterization. 

98-DOE-0: 



. . -  

Steve Gunderson 
98-DOE-03726 

2 

The minor modification to the PAM consists of the changes described in the endosure. 
Please call me with any questions or concern you have regarding the FY98 RFCA 
milestone or the PAM modification 

m 

Enclosure 

L 

. _." 

I. . 

2' 

L 
c 

. I. . I  - 



CHANGE #I I 

Section 2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION I 

tenants; removal of furniture, equipment, arid excess chemicals; characterization of the 
building hazards and potential contamination; and removal of all asbestos-containing 

- material (ACM). 

This change was made to clarify that soil remediation was not part; of the scope of this 
project. Charactenzalion of under building contamination will be conducted at a 
sufficient level to allow this site to beladded to the ER Ranking List. 

CHANGE #2 
SECTION 2.4.9 Metals -. 

mples were collected from selected painted 
metals1 lead; chromium; 
Site historical knowledge 

and recornmeRdations by an accredited inspector were elized in the sampling process. 
Twenty-one (21) samples were collected, and analysis was conducted using Atomic 
Absorption Spectroscopy by a third I . All paints indicated detectable 
levels of one or more of the metals. 

using the Toxicity C 

This section was & k e d  to clariFy how painted surfaces containing heavy metals were 
characterized as  non-hazardous. 



CHANGE #6 
SECTION 3.1.2.2 

Soil Characterization 

Soil characterization will include sampling and analysis of soil beneath and Surrounding 
Building 123. Following removal of the building superstructure, samples will be collected 
through the slab 2 p n-D- ce . 
A SAP will be written to guide characterization activities in these areas- 

-) 

. .  R- 

- 

to establish the location of potentially contaminated areas and to define sampling 
protocol. 
3. Current planning indicates a need for 

the slab of Building 123 and 
from areas surrounding underground OPWLs. Samples will be 
J to locate awontarnination that may 

. -  
. .  . .  

soil samples from beneath 

. .  

compounds (VOCs), Target Analyte List (TAL) metals, radionuclides, and nitrates. Data 
quality requirements supporting the analysis effort will conform to criteria established in 
Guidance for the Data Quality Objective Process, €PA W G - 4  (EPA 1994). 

The reasons for fhese modifications are: 

To remow any linkage between the development and approval of the SAP and the e 
awarding of the decommissioning contract. The SAP has to be approved by CDPHE 
a s  required by RFCA and the approval letter for the i23 PAM. There is no need for 
any further linkage; and 

Spkcific details of the SAP should not be incorporated info fhePAM but let? to the 
revie& and approval of CDPHE regarding that specific document. Therefore, 
specific details regarding the SAP have been removed. 

e -  

- 

L c 



e 

This change was made to clarify that soil remediation was not part of the scope of !his 
project. Characterization of under building contamination will be conducted at a 
suficient level to al/ow this site to be added to the ER Ranking List. 

CHANGE #9 
SECTION 3.1.3.3 
3.1.3.3 

. .  -will be contingent upo- . sampling analyses 

- 
c . 



. .  

This change was made to clarify that soil remediation was not part of the scope of [his 
project. Characterizafion of under building contamination will be conducted at a 
sufficient level to allow [his site fo be added to the ER Ranking List. 

... 

? 



~- ~ 

Hazardous waste 
rinsate (rad and non- 
rad) 
This waste stream will 
be generated during 
RCRA closure of part of 
2CRA Unit 40. 
Mixed Wastes RAD 

Yon-homogeneous 

Homogeneous 

Low Level Waste 
piaster, wall materials, 
windows, panels, 
:ement, etc. 

Sanitary or Industrial 
Waste NON-RAD 

PU&D materials and 
processed RCRA Scrap 
Metal destined for 
reclamation 
NON-RAD 

Processed RCRA 
Scrap Metal destined 
for reclamation 
RAD = 

I 

Process waste system. 

White 55 gallon drum 

904A or Unit 14 or Unit 
15A in Building 906 

White drum or white 
boxes or full size 
wooden crates 
complying with WO 
1100 or 
WO 4034 
8664 Cargo Containers 
or 8440 Cargo 
Containers 
Rolloffs either 20 or 30 
yard roll offs 

Not regulated under 
RCRA (file systems. 
cabinets, shelves, 
desks. fumes hoods. 
muffler furnaces. lab 
benches, etc.1 
White box andlor 
container 

Managed onsite in a 
wastewater treatment 
unit {building 374) 

Non homogeneous 
LLMW does not have a 
designated disposal site 
at this time 
Homogeneous 
Oak Ridge LLM and LL 
solvents 
Envirocare, Utah 
Nevada Test Site 

U.S.A Waste, Erie, 
Colorado 

Per PU&O; or 
Per RF contract 

No contract yet in 
place. Options include 
SEG and MSC. No 
shipments will be made 
until a contract is in 
place with a K-H 
approved vendor. 

6w-wbfs I 

‘ I  

- 
B3IEm.i 
500 cu yds 

- .  - 
Y& . _  . 

in the event a waste stream, not identified in this summary, is generated by this project 
and the waste stream has the potential of impacting human health or the environment, 
then RMRS or its subcontractor is required to immediately notify Kaiser-Hill’s 
Environmental Compliance. 

. I  
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Rocky Mountain 
Remediation Services, L.L.C. 

Attachment 1 
CLG-O 14-98 
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. . .protecting fhe envlronmenl 

RF/RMRS-97-Q12 

PROPOSED ACTION MEMORANDUM 
FOR THE DECOMMISSIONING 

OF BUILDING 123 

Rocky Mountain Remediation Services, L.L.C. 

March 26, 1998 

Revision 6 
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PROPOSED ACTION MEMORANDUM RF/RMRS-97-012 <' 

FOR THE DECOMMISSIONING 
OF BUILDING 123 

TOC, Revision 6, Page: i of vi 
Date Effective: 3/26/98 

PROPOSED ACTION MEMORANDUM 
FOR THE DECOMMISSIONING OF 

BUILDING 123 

REVISION 6 

MARCH 26,1998 

This Proposed ActionMemorandum has been reviewed and approved by: 

(I 
Ted Hopkins, tnvironmentaf Conpiianw Manager 

*J 
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1.0 PURPOSE 

Date Effective: 3/26/98 - 
'.This Proposed Action Memorandum (PAM) outlines the approach and the applicable requirements 

that will be utilized in the decommissioning of Buildings 123, 1 14, 1 13, and 123s as part of the 
site cleanup of the Rocky Fiats Environmental Technology Site (RFETS). Theeffort will be 
managed as a non-time critical Interim Remedial Action (IRA) under the Comprehensive 
Environmental Response, compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA), with respect to the 
RFETS Life Cycle Baseline (DOE 1996a). 

Removal of the subject buildings will be conducted in accordance with the Rocky Flats Cleanup 
Agreement (RFCA, DOE 1996b) and the applicable or relevant and appropriate requirements 
(ARARs) of Federal, State, and local regulations. The regulatory requirements are implemented 
through RFETS policies and procedures. The action will be conducted in a manner that is 
protective of site workers, the public, and the environment. 

2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The project will facilitate the decommissioning efforts at Buildings 123, 113, 114, and 123s; 
characterization of Individual Hazardous Substance Sites (IHSS) 121 and 148; partial closure of 
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Unit 40; and decontamination of 
radiologically-contaminated facility systems. Any subsurface contamination identified during the 
course of the project will be evaluated by ER subsequent to removal of Building I23 and is not 
considered to be part of the scope of %is project. The PAM will thoroughly examine building 
removal activities, including relocation of the building tenants; removal of furniture, equipment, and 
excess chemicals; characterization of the building hazards and potential contamination; and 
removal of all asbestos-containing material (ACM). 

2.1 BUILDING 123 PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION 
\ '. 

The main structure in the 123 Cluster is Building 123, a bioassay laboratory and a dosirrietty 
counting and distribution facility. Associated structures include Building 113, a medical records 
storage facility (which originally sewed as a guard shack); Building 114, a small outdoor shelter; 
and Building 123S, a metal storage unit for containerized waste. Building locations are indicated in 
Figure 2-1. This section describes the physical arrangement of principal buildings in-the Building 
123 Area, including architectural and structural features, significant equipment, environmental 
control systems and safety aspects of each building. 

Building 123 is located on Central Avenue between Third and Fourth Streets (Figure 2-1). Figure 
2-2 indicates the location of the building in relation to other RFETS facilities. The original building 
has been in use since construction in 1953, with additions completed in 1968, 1972, and 1974. 
The general areas of the building and respective approximate construction dates are:. 

East and North Wing (Rooms 100-1 35) - 1952 
Addition to East Wing (Rooms 139-151) - 1968 



:I-- 
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I 

.... .... .... .... P C  

Figure 2-1 Building 123 Site Plan 
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Figure 2-2 Building 123 Site Location 
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West Wing (Rooms 154-163) - 1972 
Addition to East Wing (Room 165) - 1974 

Currently, the 75-room, single-level facility covers approximately 19,000 square feet and is 
constructed on grade with approximately fourteen- (1 4-) foot ceilings. Construction material is 
mostly concrete with an asphalt roof. Modifications have been made to the building interior after 
the original construction of each area. Areas have been remodeled including installation and 
removal and partition walls, laboratory fixtures and other items. Sections of piping have been 
installed, removed and modified during the life of the facility. In addition, piping insulation in some 
areas has been replaced. Therefore, the possibility exists for a specific system, room or area to 
contain both ACM and non-ACM. 

Heating, ventilating, and air conditioning (HVAC); electricity; gas and compressed air; steam; 
water; process waste; sewer; fuel oil; and fire protection utility systems serve the building. 

2.2 123 CLUSTER GENERAL OPERATING HISTORY 

2.2.1 Building 123 

Building 123 was one of the first ten (1 0) buildings constructed at Rocky Flats. Analytical 
laboratory, dosimetry and instrument calibration activities have been conducted in Building I23 
since construction in 1953. Building 123 also provides office space for radiation health specialists; 
storage for all radiological health records; a laboratory for calibration and repair of criticality alarms 
and other repair/calibration shops. Building 123 once housed medical research until such 
operations were relocated to Building Y 22. The Building 123 floor plan is indicated in Figure 2-3. 

Operation of the analytical laboratory generates approximately 95 percent of the building waste 
and stores the ma'ority of hazardous chemicals, with minor contributions from External Dosimetry 
(ED) and Health d hysics Instrumentation (HPI) Sections. Historically, standard utility sewices 
have also generated small amounts of waste. 

The analytical laboratory analyzes environmental (air, water, soil, and vegetation); biological 
(urine, fecal material, and nose swipes); health physics (room air); and industrial hygiene samples 
(beryllium and organic vapors in room air). The HPI Section repairs and calibrates radiation- 
detection instruments. The ED Section processes thermoluminescent dosimeters (TLDs) and film 
badges. The Radiological Records Section maintains occupational radiation exposure - and dose 
records for radiation workers. 

The analytical laboratory procedures involve the digestion of samples to purify and concentrate 
the radiological constituents. Sample preparation operations generated the bulk of the building 
waste. Combustibles, rubber gloves, and broken glass generated in the Radioactive Materials 
Management Areas (RMMAs) were placed in accumulation areas for eventual handling and 
removal as low-level waste (LLW). Various sample waste and rinse solutions were washed 
down the process drain for subsequent treatment in Building 774 (in Building 374 after 1983). 
Liquid organic wastes were containerized in special bottles and stored in satellite accumulation 
areas prior to transfer to the RCRA 90-day storage building and eventual shipment to Liquid 
Waste Operations. 
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RCRA-regulated wastes were also collected in Satellite Accumulation Areas (SAAs), located in 
Rooms 103A, 124, 125, 127, and 156. Wastes generated in non-RMMAs and monitorable lab 
trash were deposited in dumpsters for disposal in the RFETS landfill. 

Hazardous chemicals associated with Building 123 operations included in Section 2.4. 

During the past forty-four (44) years, building operations have resulted in varying degrees of 
radioactive and chemical contamination within the building. For example, interviews with Building 
123 occupants indicate that in the late 1960's or early 19703, a small amount of cesium- 
contaminated liquid was spilled on the concrete floor in Room 109C. The floor was sealed to 
immobilize the contamination. Leaks or spills have also potentially contaminated the soil adjacent 
to and beneath the building (Section 2.3.1 through 2.3.3). 

2.2.2 Building 113 

. Building 113 is a guardhouse that has been converted to office space (Figure 2-1). The building 
is constructed of concrete with a flat roof, and is similar to four other guardhouses that have 
already been removed from RFETS. No internal processes were located in the building. 

2.2.3 Building 11 4 

Building 114 is a small shelter used by RFETS employees as a waiting area for offsite 
transportation (Figure 2-1). The building encloses about 25 square feet and is constructed of 
masonry blocks with a flat roof. No utilities are associated with the building, and records indicate 
that the building has served no other'function. e 
2.2.4 Building 123s 

Building 123s is a metal shed upon a concrete slab (Figure 2-1). The shed encloses 
approximately 60 square feet and was formerly managed as a RCRA 9O-day storage area for 
organic wastes including toluene and dibutyl-n-ndiethyl carbamoyl phosphonate (DDCP) 
wastes produced in BuiMing 123 laboratories. The facility was formally closed as part of the 
RCRA process in 1996. Closure followed 6 CCR 1007-3,262.34(a) and 6 CCR 1007-3, 
265.1 11 and 265.1 14 requirements. No waste or other material is currently stored in the shed. No 
utility hookups exist in the building. 

2.3 RCRA-DESIGNATED AREAS AND INDIVIDUAL HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCE 
SITES (IHSS) 

2.3.1 RCRA Unit 40 

The Building 123 area encompasses a portion of RCRA Unit 40, the plant-wide process waste 
system, a network of tanks and underground and overhead pipelines constructed to transport and 
temporarily store process wastes from point of origin to on-site treatment and discharge points. 
RCRA Unit 40 includes all overhead and underground and process waste lines in and around 
Building 123. No other RCRA unit exists in the Building 123 area. 
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The Building 123 area includes CERCLA-designated IHSS 121. IHSS 121 consists of RCRA 
Unit 40 underground OPWLs P-1 , P-2, and P-3, which constitute former Operable Unit No. 9 
(OU9). The pipelines were designated in the Final Phase l RCRA Facility lnvestigafiod F?.ernedial 
Investigation (RFI/RI) Work Plan for Operable Unit 9 (DOE 1992a). 

All process waste generated from 1952 to 1968 was transferred from Building 123 to Building 441 
through line P-2, which ran below the west side of the east wing before exiting at the southeast 
corner of the building. In 1968 the southeast wing was extended about fifty (50) feet to the 
south. Prior to the building addition, two manholes (MH-2 and MH-3) were constructed and the 
line was extended south to MH-2, then east to MH-3, and north to MH-4, before assuming the 
original path to the east. The extension was designated as P-3. One manhole was abandoned 
and covered by the building addition. In 1972 a west wing was constructed, extending south 
from the northwest corner of the original building. Prior to construction of the wing, line P-1 was 
installed to transfer waste to manhole MH-1, then east to a junction with P-3 at MH-2 (Figure 2.1). 
The lines transferred the following process waste from Building 123: 

Acids: nitric acid (HNO,), hydrofluoric acid (HF), sulfuric acid (H2S04), hydrochloric acid (HCI), 
acetic acid (C2H,02), and perchloric acid (HCIO,); 
Bases: ammonium hydroxide (NH40H) and sodium hydroxide (NaOH); 
Solvents: acetone, alcohols, cyclohexane, toluene, xylenes, triisooctomine, and ether; 
Radionuclides: various isotopes of plutonium (Pu), americium (Am), uranium (U), and curium 
(Cm); 
Metals: beryllium (Be).(trace amounts); and 
Others: ammonium thiocyanate, ethylene glycol, and possible trace amounts of polychlorinated 
biphenyls (PCBs). 

In 1982 P-2 and P-3 were abandoned and plugged with cement. In 1969 the process waste 
transfer system was upgraded, including removal of the east-west section of P-1 between MH-2 
and MH-3. The north-south section of P-1 between Building 123 and MH-1 was converted to the 
new process system. Three large, interconnected concrete sump pit areas were installed in 
Rooms 156,157, and 158 to accommodate process waste system backup. Pipe was installed 
connecting MH-1 to Valve Vault 18 (Figure 2-1). 

Currently, all process waste throughout Building 123 is collected in floor sumps. Each sump 
collects and temporarily stores liquid waste which is then pumped through overheadlines into a 
main floor sump in Room 158. The waste is then gravity-fed through P-1 to Valve Vault 18, then 
to Tank 428 at Building 441, and finally to Building 374 for treatment. Tank 428 will not be 
removed as part of this action as the tank is needed to service other RFETS building waste 
systems. , 
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2.3.3 IHSS 748 

IHSS 148 is part of former Operable Unit No. 13 (OU13) and is located beneath Building 123. 
JHSS 148 was designated in the Final Phase / RFl/R/ Work Plan for Operable Unit 73 (DOE 
199213) and has been identified as Underground Building Contamination (UBC) 123 in the RFETS 
Historical ReIeaseReport (HRR, DOE 1992~). IHSS 148 was established as a r-esult of reported 
small spills of nitrate-bearing wastes along the east side of the building. Potential leaks in OPWL 
P-2 may have created contaminated soil beneath the building. A detailed characterization was 
conducted from September 7993 to February 1995 as part of a Phase 1 RCRA Facility 
Investigation/Remedial Investigation (RFI/RI). The characterization included high-purity 
germanium (HPGe) surveys, vertical soil profiles, surface soil sampling and soil gas surveys. 

Thirty-four (34) analytes were detected in the surface soil survey, including twenty-six (26) 
inorganic compounds and eight (8) radionuclides. 

The soil-gas survey was conducted on a 25-foot grid in accordance with the work plan. Sixty- 
four (64) soil-gas locations were sampled during the survey. Thirteen (1 3) samples contained 
volatile organic compound (VOC) levels in excess of the 1 pg/ L method detection limit. 
Benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylene (BTEX) fuel constituents were detected in samples 
collected from the perimeter of Building 123 and within the west and east wings of the building. 
Trichlorofluoromethane (TCFM) was detected in nine samples distributed throughout the IHSS 
148 area at levels up to 2.6 j~s/ L. Tetrachloroethene (PCE) was detected at 1.5 pg/ L in a 
sample collected to the east of Building 123. The presence of organic extraction constituents is 
consistent with unconfirmed reports that such liquids used in radionuclide analyses were 
occasionally disposed onto the soil surface outside of Buildin 123 and allowed to evaporate. 
Analyses results indicate that subsurface infiltration preclude 8 full evaporation. 

The HRR also indicated a potential for soil contamination from sources other than Building 123 and 
associated OPWLs. 

2.4 BUILDING HAZARD SUMMARY 

Pursuant to RFCA criteria, a Reconnaissance-Level Characterization Survey (RLCS) was 
conducted to identify any hazardous and radioactive contaminants in the 123Cluster. The 
survey identified no significant hazards associated with Buildings 113,114 nor 123S, and 
indicated that the majority of Building 123 is considered to be 'unaffected' (low potential for 
hazardous or radiological contamination) based on operational and process history. - However, 
the following rooms in Building 123 were previously, or currently, posted as Radiation Control 
Areas (RCAs) or Radioactive Material Manaaement Areas (RMMAs) and are therefore considered 
to be 'affected'' (potential for low-level contahination) and will requite a more detailed survey prior 
to decommissioning: Rooms 103A, 105,112,123, 124,125,126,127, 135, 149, 155A, 156, 157, 
158, and 163. 
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In addition to radiological surveys, sampling and analysis efforts were conducted to determine the 
presence of beryllium, asbestos, lead, PCBs, and other potential contaminants. Hazardous 
chemicals associated with Building 123 operations included nitric acid, hydrochloric acid, 
hydrofluoric acid, oxalic acid, ammonium hydroxide, formic acid, perchloric acid, toluene, isopro yl 
alcohol, ammonium thiocyanate, methanol, mercury, lead, cadmium, beryllium, sodium hydroxi 8 e, 
and potassium permanganate. Chemicals and waste materials are scheduled to be removed from 
the building prior to commencement of decommissioning activities. Potential hazards in the building 
are summarized in Table 2-4. These hazards were identified by a review of facility records and a 
visual survey of the building by project personnel, whom were assisted by building personnel 
familiar with the operational history of the facility. 

The following potential hazards identified during the RLCS will be addressed during tenant 
relocation: 
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The liquid nitrogen system will be deactivated and associated pressurized cylinders will be 
removed from the building. 

Laboratory chemicals will be removed from the building. 

The following potential hazards identified during the RLCS will be addressed after tenant 
relocation, but prior to building demolition: 

All ACM will be removed by a separate lioensed contractor. 
Fluorescent light ballasts will be evaluated for PC5s. Ballasts containing regulated levels of 
PCBs will be removed by the decommissioning contractor and packaged and shipped to a Toxic 
Substances Control Act (TCSA) regulated disposal facility by RFETS Waste Management. 
Utilities and facility safety systems will be disconnected by Plant Power and Maintenance. 
Material remaining in the building will be removed and properly managed. 

2.4.1 Asbestos 

Asbestos-containing materials (ACM) were inspected by a State-certified inspector the week of 
April 7, 1997. The inspection and evaluation was conducted in accordance with the guidelines 
specified in the Asbestos Hazard Emergency Response Act (AHERA) and in-compliance with the 
US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), Occupational Safety and Health Administration 
(OSHA), and State of Colorado asbestos inspection regulations. Abatement will be conducted - -  
by a contracted Statequalified abatement company. 

A permit is required for asbestos abatement operations in accordance with Regulation 8, Control 
of Hazardous Air Pollutants, Part B, Section 3, (l)(a)(i); Notification will be made to the State of 
Colorado in accordance with Regulation 8, Part B, Section 3, (l)(a)(iii). A separate form for 
demolition ... is required for demolition in accordance with Regulation 8, Part B, Section 3, (3)(b)(i, ii, 

The following ACM sources and approximate volumes will be abated prior to commencement of 
decommissioning activities: thermal system insulation (900 linear feet); cementitious wallboard 
(3,450 square feet), drywall with tape and compound (4,000 square feet), resilient flooring 
(10,600 square feet), gray paper duct insulation (100 square feet), and mastic adhesive (40 
square feet). 

111). 
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Detected in floor and 
ceiling tiles; wall board; 
and as pipe insulation in 
most rooms. 
Present in Rooms 1 1 1  
and 112 
Chemicals utilized in 
laboratory work have 
been identified. 

Present in Rooms 
103A, 124, 125, 127, 
and 156. 
Present in Rooms 157, 
127, 112, and 105. 
Present in laboratory 
areas. 
Present in fluorescent 
light ballasts. 
Present in overhead 
piping, floor tiles in . 

historical spill are?, on 
fume, hoods, and 
laboratory counter tops. 
Includes lead bricks and 
shielding; lead-based 
paint: lead and silver 
solder; nickel cadmium 
(NiCd) and lead acid 
batteries: and silver in 
photographic negatives. 

Table 2-4 Contaminants o 
~ 

To be remediated by a State-certified 
Asbestos Abatement Contractor. See 
Section 2.4.1 

See Section 2.4.2. 

All chemicals will be accumulated and 
removed from the building by the chemical 
handling group prior to commencement of 
decommissioning activities. See Section 
2.4.3. 
Each waste stream will be managed 
according to associated waste components. 
See Section 2.4.4. 

See Section 2.4.5. 

See Section 2.4.6. 

See Section 2.4.7. 

See Section 2.4.8. 

See Section 2.4.9. 

I 

- -  

Beryllium 

RCRA hazardous waste in 
Satellite Accumulation Areas 

Perchloric acid fume hoods 

I Pressurized gas cylinders and 
liquid nitrogen - 
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2.4.2 Beryllium 

Thirty-nine (39) metal samples were collected by qualified beryllium sampling technicians from 
Rooms 11 1 and 1 12, laboratories that processed beryllium-contaminated samples as a function of 
site environmental soil sampling programs. The samples were submitted to an external analytical 
laboratory for analysis. Three (3) swipe samples taken in Rooms 123A, 1 1 1 , and 1 12 indicated 
trace readings between 0.37 pg/f?and 2.04 pg/ff? (RMRS 1997). All results were below the 
RFETS site housekeeping level of 25 pg/ff, a standard developed by the Atomic Energy 
Commission in approximately 1949 and adopted and used by R E T S  since the 1960’s. 

Decommissioning of equipment contaminated with beryllium and subsequent free release of this 
equipment will be conducted in accordance with Kaiser-“ and DOE guidance, policy and 
procedures. 

2.4.3 Chemicals 
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Analytical chemicals currently associated with Building 123 operations are tracked by the RFETS 
Chemical Tracking Group under the “Right-to-Know” provisions of the Superfund Amendments 
Reauthorization Act (SARA) and are being managed by the laboratories. The chemicals will be 
removed immediately following termination of laboratory operations. Chemicals remaining in the 
building will be managed by the RFETS Chemical Tracking Group which will utilize or package 
chemicals for disposal. The current invent0 of the building indudes nitric acid, h drochloric acid, 

alcohol, ammonium thiocyanate, DDCP, methanol, mercury, lead, cadmium, beryllium, sodium 
hydroxide, and potassium permanganate. 

2.4.4 RCRA Hazardous Waste In Satellite Accumulation Areas (SAAs) 

Satellite Accumulation Areas (SAAs) were established in Rooms 103A, 124,125, 727, and 156 to 
ensure proper storage of RCRA hazardous wastes near the point of generation. The SAAs are 
no longer active. The chemicals have been properly containerized, labeled and dispositioned. 

Representative waste types that were accumulated in each area are summarized as follows: 

, 

hydrofluoric acid, oxalic acid, ammonium hy 7 roxide, formic acid, perchloric acid, to Y uene, isopropyl 

0. 

Room 103A - Combustibles, waste isopropynol, DDCP/toluene 
Room 124 - Liquid waste methanol, isopropynol 
Room 125 - DDCPhoIuene, isopropynol contaminated with toluene 
Room 127 - Hydrochloric acid, hydrofluoric acid, ethanol 
Room 156 - Combustibles, waste toluene/OOCP, isopropynol 
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2.4.5 Perchloric Acid 
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Perchloric acid hoods currently occupy four rooms [I 05, I 12, 127 and 157(2 hoods)] within 
%Building 123. Chronic use of perchloric acid may have caused the chemical to crystallize inside the 
hoods. The crystalline form may be sensitive to shock and could represent a potential physical 
hazard during decommissioning activities. To mitigate such a hazard, all hoods and duct work will 
be flushed and the rinsate directed to the Site process wastewater treatment plant in Building 
374. Site Health and Safety have reviewed requirements for decontamination of perchloric acid 
hoods. The steps outlined in the requirements include interviews with laboratory personnel; 
building walkdowns, necessary repairs, and washdowns of all hoods and associated ductwork; 
and dismantlement of ductwork into easily managed sections. The requirements ako define 
proper segregation and disposal of all solid duct material. 

2.4.6 Pressurized Gas Cylinders and Liquid Nitrogen 

Pressurized gas cylinders used by the laboratories will be removed by laboratory personnel 
during tenant relocation. The liquid nitrogen system will be disconnected and removed in 
conjunction with utility deactivation. 

2.4.7 Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs) 

Potential exists for the presence of PCBs in fluorescent light ballast. Consequently, all light 
ballast will be evaluated for PCB contamination and properly segre ated after the building has 

will be managed as non-hazardous Solid waste and disposed at a sanitary landfill. Ballast 
marked “PCBs” or not marked and not leaking will be packaged for disposal at an TSCA- 
permitted facility. Leaking PCB light ballast and unmarked leaking light ballast will be managed as 

In accordance with the Reconnaissance Level Characterization Plan, a walkhrough was 
conducted to evaluate the potential for PCBs in the 123 Cluster. Of particular concern, was the 
possible presence of PCBs in paint. A historical review regarding the use of PCB paints in 
industry and at DOE sites was conducted prior to the walkthrough. This review included 
interviewing representatives at Savanna River and PCB paint manufacturer: This data was 
used to delineate areas of concern during the walkthrough that would require sampling. One area 
was identified and sampled as a result of the walkthrough. The results were nondetect for PCBs. 
Based on Process Knowledge and supported by limited sampling data, there is no iridication that 
PCBs are present in paints in the 123 Cluster. 

2.4.8 Radiologically-Contaminated Materials 

Radiological assessments have been conducted in Building 123 by RFETS Radiological Safety. 
Most of the following Radiological Material Management Areas (RMMAs) exist in laboratory 
hoods: RoomdLabs 103A, 105,112,124,125,156,157, and 163. RCAs exist in RoodLabs 
103A, 105, 112, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 135, 149, 155A, 156, 157, 158, 163. Radiological 
sources are stored in 123, 126, and 155A. All RMMAs and RCAs are managed according to 
associated radiological characteristics. 

e been vacated and lights are no longer required. All light ballast ma x ed “PCB Free” or ”No PCBs” 

fully-regulated P des. 
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Floor tiles removed from areas that exhibit noticeable signs of spill contamination or are suspect of 
contamination as a result of a known spill incident, will be treated as LLW. In the event that 
contaminated tiles cannot be scabbled from the foundation, entire floor sections which indicate 

2.4.9 Metals 

Date Effective: 3/26/98 

..evidence of spill contamination will be removed and treated as LLW. 

To support industrial hygiene efforts, samples were collected from selected painted surfaces in 
Building 123 and were analyzed for the following metals: lead, chromium, cadmium, and arsenic. 
Site historical knowledge and recommendations by an accredited inspector were utilized in the 
sampling process. Twenty-one (21) samples were collected, and analysis was conducted using 
Atomic Absorption Spectroscopy by a third independent party. All paints indicated detectable 
levels of one or more of the metals. Representative samples were taken using the Toxicity 
Characteristic Leaching Procedure (TCLP). Analysis indicate that although painted surfaces 
contain significant levels of heavy metals by total analysis, the metals are in a form that does not 
readily leach. None of the TCLP sampling conducted on paint samples in 6123 indicated RCRA 
regulated levels of these metals. Therefore, painted surfaces of construction materials will be 
managed as RCRA non-hazardous solid waste. 

Lead bricks and shielding are located throughout the radiological areas to mitigate background 
radiation and protect personnel. The largest volume of lead is used to shield detectors and 
radiological sources. All lead or lead-bearing material will be removed by the source owners or 
dispositioned through the RFETS Property Utilization and Disposition Department. 

3.0 PROJECT APPROACH. AND OBJECTIVES 

Building 123 will be decommissioned using a phased approach. A description of each of these 
phases and the activities that will be completed during each phase is provided below: . 
Phase I, Building 123 Strip-Out. The following tasks will be completed during Phase I: 

. 

- 
- 
- Removal of all carpet. - 

Limited asbestos abatement (for example cementitious cabinet and hood linings, 
mastic under a laboratory counter top). 
Removal of radioactively contaminated asbestos f b r  tile in Room 105, 109 and 109B. 

Removal of process hoods and associated ducting, including a thorough rinse of the 
hood and ducting system, process waste system, and process scrubbbers for 
perchloric acid. 
Removal of laboratory cabinets, counter tops, and sinks. 
Removal of the process waste piping and ancillary equipment after completing a RCRA 
Closure rinse and rinsate analysis. 
Removal of ducting, piping, and other ancillary equipment for the process scrubbers 
and isolation of the scrubbers. 
Removal of other miscellaneous items such as fire protection equipment that will be 
salvaged for future use. 
Utility Isolation for Building 123 (power, water, communications, steam, natural gas, 
and plant air). 

- 
- 
- 
- 
- 
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Phase 11, Asbestos Abatement. The following asbestos containing materials will be abated 
during Phase II: 

-. - Drywall mud, tape and joint compound. 
- Floor tile. - 
- Cementitious wall, excluding the transite panels above the exterior windows. 

Pipe insulation for steam, condensate, domestic cold water, and domestic hot water. 
This shall include insulation of the steam lines entering Building 123 on the east side. 
Insulation shall be removed back to the main elevated steamhes. 

- Duct insulation on roof. 
- Asbestos Containing Doors. 

Phase 111, Demolition of Building 113,114,123, and 123s. The following tasks will be 
conducted during Phase 111: 

- Removal of asbestos contaminated wall panels above exterior windows. - Removal of miscellaneous materials (for example the leadsteel vault in Room 155, 
transformer in rooms 123A, 132, and 159, refrigerators, and process scrubbers). 

- Utility isolation for Building 1 13. 
- Demolition of Buildings 113, 114, 123, and 123s to the foundation slab. 

Phase IV, Characterization of IHSS 121 and 148. This phase includes the following tasks: 

0 
- Sampling the building slab and surrounding soils according to the Sampling Analysis Plan. - Sample analysis. - Developing a final sampling rep& based on the results of the sampling. - Submittal of final sampling reporVanalysis to ER. 

The primary decommissioning objectives will be accomplished according to an integrated scope, 
schedule, and cost control system. ‘All compliance documentation and project plans will be 
prepared and approved by RFETS Decommissioning and Demolition Mana ement under a 

compliant manner. 

All building utilities and associated facility safety systems will be disconnected prior to 
commencement of building demolition. The active process waste piping system in Building 123 (a 
component of RCRA Unit 40) will undergo closure according to the State approved RCRA 
Closure Plan. The building will be safely dismantled and the resulting debris and waste will be 
properly characterized and disposed at the appropriate off site facilities. In addition, soil sampling 
beneath and adjacent to the building will be conducted using the methods described in a 
Sampling and Analysis Plan (SAP) prepared for this project. The SAP will be submitted to 
CDPHE at least 45 days prior to implementation. Characterization data from IHSS 121 and 148 
will be provided to Environment Restoration (ER) Projects for evaluation and consideration for 
remediation. The outcome of this evaluation will be to adjust the ranking of these IHSSs, if 
necessary, in the ER Ranking List. Soil remediation, if necessary will be conducted by ER in 
compliance with RFCA Action Levels in a manner that is protective of human health and the 
environment. Soil remediation is not within the scope of this project. 

The project will use standard industry practices, but will also incorporate lessons learned from 
previous demolition projects at RFETS and utilize personnel with expertise in decontamination 
and decommissioning activities. 

. 1 

Project Execution Plan to ensure that decommissioning efforts are conducte 3 in a safe and 
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3.1 SCOPE 

Activities supporting the decommissioning effort have been divided into three general areas: (1) 
planning and engineering; (2) characterization; and (3) remediation. The scope includes removal 
of all internal piping, ventilation, and process waste systems. All rubble and materials removed 
during decommissioning activities are to be recycled or disposed at an appropriate off site facility. 

3.1.1 Planning and Engineering 

Regulatory activities are completed as part of this action to ensure that the action is conducted in 
a manner consistent with the RFCA and regulations of the State of Colorado. Activities include 
assurance of public involvement and practical mitigation of environmental impacts. Planning 
objectives have been accomplished through project scoping meetings with CDPHE and €PA, 
and approval of the PAM document by the appropriate regulatory bodies and the general public. 
Other regulatory activities include General Services Administration (GSA) and Housing and 
Urban Development (HUD) notifications, establishment of the CERCLA administrative record, 
compliance with the Historic Preservation Act [including site programmatic consultation with the 
Colorado State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) and the US National Park Service], and 
notification of asbestos abatement. 

Specific planning documents include, a Reconnaissance-Level Characterization Report (RCLR), 
a Health and Safety Plan (HSP), a Waste Man.agement Plan (WMP), an IHSS Sampling and 
Analysis Plan (SAP), and documentation detailing the programmatic consultation with the SHPO. 
Also, the SAP, Remediation Plan andiRCRA Unit 40 Closure Plan will be submitted io CDPHE for 
review and approval prior to initiation of work governed by those documents. The documents will 
be provided to prospective decommissioning contractors as part of the project procurement 
package and will also be available to the general public upon request. A site visit will be 
conducted to facilitate preparation for demolition activities. A design package Will be prepared for 
decommissioning activities which will define locations and configurations of active and inactive 
utility systems, summarize sample and analysis data, indicate as-built drawings, and present 
engineering estimates for building decommissioning. 

3.1.2 Characterization 

e 

% -  

- -  3.1.2.1 Building Characterization 

Characterization activities associated with the decommissioning effort include survey of interior 
building surfaces. A final radiological characterization and survey for Building 123 will be 
performed in accordance with the decommissioning guideline in lnteragenc Multi-Agency 

document developed by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) , Department of Defense 
(DoD), and the DOE in conjunction with Draft NRC NUREGICR-5849, Manual For Conducting 
Radiological Surveys In Support of License Termination. Copies of the documents are included 
as Attachment A. The purpose of a final survey will be to verify that demolition rubble can be 
released to a commercial sanitary or demolition landfill. The survey will be completed following 
asbestos removal. 

Radiological Site Survey and Site Investigation Manual (MARSSIM) a dra x decommissioning 

(9 t 
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The methodology used to classify radiological areas of the building is described below: 

Class 1 impacted areas exhibit or have demonstrated potential for radioactive contamination 
based on site operating history. Such areas may also indicate radioactive contamination that 
exceeds the applicable limits, based on previous radiological surveys. Typical Class 1 impacted 
areas have been remediated as a response to leaks and spills and include forme! disposal or 
burial sites, waste storage sites and areas with contaminants in discrete solid pieces of material 
that exhibit high specific activity. 

Class 2 impacted areas exhibit or have demonstrated potential for radioactive contamination 
based on site operating history, but are not expected to exceed the applicable limits. Typical 
Class 2 areas include locations of unsealed radioactive material, potentially contaminated 
transport routes, upper walls and ceilings of buildings or rooms subjected to airborne 
contamination, areas downwind from stack release points, areas where low concentrations of 
radioactive material were handled, and perimeters of former contamination control areas. 
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Class 3 impacted areas are not expected to contain any radioactivity, or are expected to exhibit 
levels of residual radioactivity at a small fraction of the applicable limits, based on site operating 
history and previous radiation surveys. Examples of Class 3 areas include buffer areas around 
Class 1 and Class 2 areas and areas of very low potential for residual contamination. 

Non-Impacted areas have no potential for residual radiological contamination. 

Characterizatiodscoping surveys were used to determine the classification of each area in 
Building 123. Impacted areas required the performance of extensive radiological surveys based 
on requirements for Class I ,  Class 2 or Class 3. Areas initially dassified as Class 1, Class 2 or 
Class 3 impacted were reevaluated when initial characterization indicated that no radiological 
contamination exists above the applicable limits, based on potential radiological contamination 
from historical reviews versus actual contamination shown on previous surveys. A . 
comprehensive, but less extensive survey was performed on all other building surfaces 
considered to be Class 2 or Class 3 impacted. The initial classification may be modified as 
additional in-process data are collected. 

Class 1 impacted areas were divided into one-square-meter gkds, and a minimum of one fixed 
and one removable contamination measurement for betdgamma and alpha was obtained for each 
grid location. In addition, a 100% scan for betdgamma and alpha was performed on ail 
accessible surface areas. Class 2 impacted areas was divided into one-square-meter grids, and 
a minimum of one fixed and one removable contamination measurement for betdgamma and alpha 
was obtained for each grid location. A 10% scan for betdgamma and alpha was performed on all 
accessible surface areas. Class 3 impacted areas were surveyed at a minimum frequency of one 
fixed and one removable contamination measurement for betalgamma and alpha for each nine 
square meters of accessible surface areas. In addition, 10% of all accessible surface areas were 
scanned for betdgamma and alpha contamination. 

Areas considered to be non-radioactive were classified as Class 3 impacted areas. Non- 
impacted areas will not require a radiological survey. 

' 
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Areas that have been identified as Class 1 are Room 105 (ceiling not impacted) and the process 
waste sumps in Rooms 156, 157, and 158. Areas identified as Class 2 are 106, 109, 109A, 
1098, and 123 (floors only); and Rooms 103, 103A, 1 1 1,112,124,125, 127, 156, and 157 

.(ceilings not impacted). All remaining rooms and areas in Building 123 have been identified as 
Class 3. Buildings 1 13 and 1 14 are classified as non-impacted areas. Building 123s will be 
moved for reuse and was not classified. 

All contaminated building surfaces, equipment and demolition materials will be managed according 
to waste type, with respect to Attachment 9.0 of RFCA. Following decontamination activities, the 
RFETS Building Radiation Cleanup Standard (BRCS) will be utilized to determine i f  residual 
radioactive constituents contained in remaining equipment and demolition debris is compliant with 
RFCA guidelines and appropriate as-low-as-reasonably-achievable (ALARA) considerations. 
The BRCS is currently under development in coordination with the EPA, CDPH E, and DOE. 
Until the BRCS is approved, more conservative criteria defined in DOE Order 5400.5 and 
associated RFETS radiation protection procedures will be used to determine if building surfaces, 
equipment and demolition debris are acceptable for unconditional release. 

3.1 2.2 Soil Characterization 

Soil characterization will include sampling and analysis of soil beneath and surrounding Building 
123. Following removal of the building superstructure, samples will be collected through the slab 
and from the surrounding area. A SAP will be written to guide characterization activities in these 
areas. In accordance with Paragraph 11 8 of the Rocky flats Cleanup Agreement and the August 
25, 1997, State of Colorado approval of the Building 123 PAM, the IHSS 148 SAP will be 
submitted to CDHPE for review and approval. The SAP will incorporate a review of existing 
records to establish the location of potentially contaminated areas and to define sampling protocol. 
Current planning indicates a need for soil samples from beneath both the slab of Building 123 and 
from areas surrounding underground OPWLs. Sample locations will be designed to locate 
contamination that may have leaked from the OPWLs and the RCRA regulated underground 
waste process lines isssociated with Building 123. Samples will be analyzed for volatile organic 
compounds,(VOCs), Target Analyte List (TAL) metals, radionuclides, and nitrates. Data quality 
requirements suppotting the analysis effort will conform to criteria established in Guidance for the 
Data Quality Objective Process, €PA QNG4 (EPA 1994). 

3.1.2.3 OPWL Characterization 

A plan for partial closlure of RCRA Unit 40 will be written to characterize and manage aH active . 
OPWLs associated with Building 123, as all abandoned lines were properly decommissioned 
prior to implementation of RCRA regulations. Characterization will include flushing the active lines 
with decontaminatiori solutions as identified in the approved RCRA Closure Plan for this unit in 
order to remove residues, then sampling the final rinsate for constituents. Soil sampling analysis 
of areas adjacbnt to abandoned OPWts will be used to characterize and rank using the ER 
ranking system. The need for further remediation, if any, will be evaluated by ER. 
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3.1.3 Remediation 
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3.1.3.1 Building Removal 

As part of the decommissioning process, all utilities and electrified systems will be disconnected 
and capped. The scope of the building decommissioning effort also includes removal of all interior 
piping, ventilation and above-slab waste systems. Demolition activities will be conducted in two 
primary phases. Initially, the hoods, laboratory counters, cabinets and radiologically 
contaminated floor tile will be removed from the laboratories. Removal will allow radiological 
surveys to be conducted on the walls of the laboratories before asbestos abatement. Hood 
ductwork and scrubbers will also be removed during this phase. Removal of the ductwork and 
scrubbers will eliminate a potential hazard (disruption of crystallized perchloric acid, see Section 
2.4.5), prior to demolition of the structure. AI1 building utilities will also be deactivated during this 
phase. Following removal of all asbestos from the building, a final radiological survey of the 
building will performed to verify that all building rubble can be disposed in an offsite landfill. 

The second phase of demolition involves removal of the building superstructure, which will be 
removed using mechanical shears and front-end-type loaders. A crane will be utilized for 
removing large equipment and debris, and roof-based systems. Use of heavy equipm.ent will 
minimize worker exposure to demolition hazards. Fugitive airborne emissions will be minimized 
with water sprays. The building will be surveyed for free release prior to demolition, and building 
rubble will be segregated and disposed at properly licensed facilities, depending on the type of 
waste stream created as a result of demolition activities. Friable asbestos will be disposed at 
Kettelman, California; non-friable asbestos and sanita waste will be disposed at USA Waste, 

disposed at Hanford Site, Washington; and low-level mixed waste (LLM) will be stored 
temporarily on site until an appropriate off-site facility is identified. 

.. 

Erie, Colorado; LLW will be disposed .at Nevada Test 3 ite (NTS); Radioactive ACM will be 

j 

3.1.3.2 Soil Remediation 

Soil remediagon is not within the scope of this project. Sufficient soil sampling beneath the 
building slab and from the surrounding area will be taken in order to adequately characterize the 
IHSS 121 and 148 areas around B123. This information compiled in a sample report will be 
submitted to ER. ER will use this information to adjust the ER Ranking List, if necessary. The 
Ranking List will determine, what if any, soil remediation will be conducted at this location. 

3.1.3.3 Evaluation of Process Waste Lines and Active Sumps - -  
RCRA Clean Closure of the active process waste lines and associated sumps will be contingent 
upon sampling analyses. Partial closure of RCRA Unit 40 will be conducted in accordance with 
Colorado Hazardous Waste Regulations (265, Subpart G) which requires a 30-day public 
comment period. Remedial and disposal options for partial closure of RCRA Unit 40 will be further 
defined in a separate closure plan. In the event that no contamination above Tier lI action levels 
is found, no further closure work will be required except that underground active lines will be 
foamed and capped in place. In the event that contamination above the Tier I1 action levels is 
detected, these portions of RCRA Unit 40 will be deferred to ER for evaluation or the 
decontamination process as defined in the RCRA Closure Plan will be repeated. 

Soil contamination associated with abandoned lines will be characterized to the extent that ER 
can use this information to rank the site and determine, what if any, remediation will take place. 

\ 
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3.2 WORKER HEALTH AND SAFETY 

The project will comply with OSHA construction standards for Hazardous Waste Operations and 
-Emergency Response, 29 CFR 1910.120. An HSP is being developed in accordance with this 
standard. The plan will address potential hazards of each phase of the decommissioning process 
and specify the requirements and procedures for personnel protection. DOE Order 548O.9Al 
Construction Project Safety and Health Management, will provide additional guidance for this 
project. The DOE order requires the preparation of Activity Hazard Analysis to identify each task 
and associated hazards, and the controls necessary to mitigate the hazards. The requirements 
will be integrated as appropriate. In the event of an unforeseen deviation from the planned 
approach, a second Activity Hazard Analysis will be prepared to address altered circumstances, 
and work will proceed according to the appropriate control measures. Data and controls will be 
continually evaluated. Radiological Work Permits will be generated for contaminated areas and 
will identify the location of potential surface contamination, define the appropriate PPE, and apply 
appropriate airborne radioactivity controls, if necessary. As required by 10 CFR 835, 
Occupational Radiation Protection, all applicable implementing procedures will be followed to 
insure protection of the workers. 
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3.2.1 Personal Protective Equipment (PPE) 

Decommissioning activities may potentially expose workers to physical and chemical hazards 
and low levels of radiological activity. Physical hazards associated with decommissioning 
activities include: the use of heavy equipment, electrical shock, noise, heat stress, and work on 
elevated surfaces. Physical hazards will be mitigated by appropriate use of personal protective 
equipment (PPE); and application of pre-engineering evaluations, pre-evolutionaty meetings, 
proper training, and administrative controls. Decommissioning activities which require 
dismantlement of radiologically contaminated systems will be conducted using Level C PPE. This 
level includes a full-face respirator, steel toe safety shoes, hard hat, anti4 Tyvek coveralls, 
gloves, disposable shoe covers, and heariig protection (if applicable). Decommissioning of 
uncontaminated systems or structures will be conducted using Level D PPE, wWich includes 
safety glasses or face shield, with neither a respirator nor Tyvek coveralls as described above. 

Employee exposure evaluations conducted by an lndustrial Hygiene (IH) Site Health and Safety 
Officer will determine PPE levels, which may change with conditions. , i 

3.2.2 Ambient Air Monitoring - -  
The existing Radioactive Ambient Air Monitoring Program (RAAMP) continuously monitors airborne 
dispersion of radioactive materials from the Site into the surrounding environment. Thitty-one (31 ) 
samplers comprise the RAAMP network. Twelve (12) of these samplers are deployed at the Site 
perimeter and are used for confirmatory measurements of off -site impacts. The remainder are 
used as backup measures for determining local impacts from clean-up projects. Building 123 was 
not a plutonium, uranium or beryllium operations building, and based on results of radiological and 
beryllium surveys, the decontamination and demolition of Building 123 will not warrant special 
environmental monitoring. However, in response to a possible need for remediation of soil 
beneath the building slab with respect to soil sample analysis results, the project will operate a 
minimum of two low volume particulate samplers in the vicinity of the project site: One sampler 
will be located in the predominant upwind direction, and at least one sampler will be placed in the 
prevailing downwind direction, Specific sampler locations will be selected based on vehicular and 
pedestrian traffic patterns. Air Quality Management (AQM) will be consulted to select sampler 
locations. The samplers will be operated continuously during active decommissioning activities 
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and will be changed weekly. AQM will reevaluate the configuration of the air monitoring network if 
project management surveillance of operations indicates a potential for significant increases in 
radionuclide emissions. Action levels associated with surveillance activities are defined in the 
.Facility Implementation Plan (FIP). AQM will be appropriately notified when action levels are 
exceeded. 

Water sprays will be used to minimize resuspension or fugitive dust emissions. In addition, 
earth-moving operations will not be conducted during periods of sustained high winds. If 
necessary, AQM will identify monitors within the existing ambient network located in the 
immediate area of Building 123, and the frequency of filter collection and filter analysis at those 
locations will be adjusted to provide timely information on the project emissions. 

3.3 QUALITY ASSURANCE 
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A commitment to program quality and continuous improvement is applied at all levels from project 
start through completion. Adherence to the commitment is instrumental in the success of the 
project. All project personnel are responsible for following approved QA program requirements 
and participating in quality improvement activities. 

Quality Assurance/Quality Control personnel are involved at the initial planning stages of the 
project, during site preparation, and during project execution. The QA organization assumes a 
proactive role during the project by identifying and/or preventing potential problems or 
shortcomings; offering solutions; and assisting in corrective action steps. QA personnel 
administer and perform duties in accordance with approved QA program requirements. The 
scope of the QNQC program ensures: 

consistency and effective implementation of management/DOE directions and policies with 
other projectlDOE requirements through audits and surveillances; 
assurance of document review and approval requirements through review of applicable 
procurement and work documents; 
validity of data gathering methodologies; 
compliance with standard operating procedures; 
integrity of waste packaging and incoming materials through inspections; 
facility characterization through performance of facility walkdowns; 
initiation of monitoring projects for potential improvements; and 
emplacement of corrective action initiatives. - -  

3.4 WASTE MANAGEMENT 

A Waste Management Plan will be developed for the project to define waste management 
activities. Estimates of waste volume indicate that decontamination, dismantlement, and 
decommissioning of Building 123 will generate less than 300 cubic yards (cu yd3) of rubble. The 
waste will be designated as LLW, LLM, hazardous, or industrial waste and will be managed in 
accordance with State and Federal regulations by properly trained personnel. Waste Operations 
will arrange for transportation to an appropriate offsite facility. Manifests will be the responsibility 
of RFETS Traffic Department. Waste management training requirements are outlined in Part IX 
Personnel Training of the Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site RCRA Permit (DOE 1997). 
The training matrix defined in Part IX details the training requirements for all personnel managing 
hazardous waste. Although the document is part of a permit, all RCRA training requirements of 6 
CCR 1007-3, 265.16 are met. 
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Release of non-contaminated materials, debris, and equipment from a site contaminated with 
=hatardous constituents is accomplished by demonstrating that the materials or wastes do not 
exhibit any of the characteristics of hazardous waste as identified in Subpart C of 6 CCR 1007-3 
SS261. Additionally, the material must not be qualified as a listed waste as identified in Subpart 
D, or be excluded under provisions in 6 CCR 1007-3 SS261.4, Exclusions. Non-contaminated 
recyclable materials, such as scrap metal, will be placed in approved waste crates and later 
segregated into bins supplied by Property Utilization and Disposal (PU&D). Additional items will 
be placed onto pallets for shipment to PU&D. All remaining non-regulated, standard industrial- 
type waste generated from decommissioning activities will be disposed at an off-site iandfill. 

3.4.2 Regulated Waste 

Process knowledge and relative operating history will be used to manage contaminated areas 
apart from unaffected areas. Contaminated material will be segregated, categorized, and 
packaged according to the specifications for disposal in permitted hazardous waste, LLW, or LLM , 
facilities. Waste characterization data and packaging requirements for LLW will meet the 
procedures and policies for managing LLW as outlined in the RFETS Low-Level Waste 
Management Plan. (Low Level Waste Management Plan 44-RWP /EWQA - 0014, Rev. 1, 
1996). Waste Operations will designate temporary storage locations for LLW, LLM, or hazardous 
waste, as conditions warrant. 

4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) r.quires that actions conducted at the RFETS 
consider potential impacts to the environment. While no separate NEPA documentation is 
required for this effort, RFCA requires DOE to consider environmental impacts of the proposed 
action and of alternatives as a part of this document. 

0 

4.1 PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES 

4.1.1 Proposed Action 

The proposed action is the Decommissioning and Demolition (D&D) of Building 123. -Q&D 
activities are to follow a project-specific plan approved by DOE and CDPHE. Activities would 
generally consist of site and facility characterization, decontamination, dismantlement and waste 
disposition. All hazardous, LLW and LLM generated by D&D activities would be transported to 
an appropriate offsite facility for disposal. The objective of the proposed action is to obtain from 
DOE and CDPHE a timely release of the site for unrestricted use. 

D&D includes removing or decontaminating equipment, decontaminating building surfaces and 
structural members; surveying the facility for residual contamination; and characterizing, packing, 
and shipping the resulting wastes. Removal of residual contamination would be initiated with the 
simplest and least aggressive method, such as decontamination using vacuums and damp cloths. 
Increasingly aggressive techniques would be employed, as appropriate, to remove the 
remaining fixed contamination, including hand washing or scrubbing; dry abrasive blasting and 
scabbling; or scarification. New, innovative technologies will be considered if sufficiently 
developed and cost-effective. 
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Subsequent D&D activities would include application of fixatives to all contaminated surfaces to 
prevent the dispersion of contaminants during dismantlement. A survey would be performed to 
assure that all contaminants are fixed in place. The entire facility would be dismantled (with the 
.exception of the building slab) and debris would be shipped to appropriate offsite facilities for 
disposal. 

4.1.2 Alternative Actions 

Alternative 1 to Proposed Action: No Action, Maintain Safe Shutdown 
Decontamination 

The alternative would involve maintenance of Building 123 in a safe-shutdown status, including 
a commitment to long-term surveillance and upkeep, while performing a continued environmental 
monitoring program to ensure that contamination has not escaped to the environment. Regularly 
scheduled inspection and maintenance of health, safety, and radiation protection equipment would 
be performed and documented. 

Alternative 2 to  Proposed Action: Partial Facility Dismantlement with Minimal 
Decontamination 

The alternative would involve minimal decontamination and demolition activities. All building 
equipment would be removed, including all hoods and overhead process waste lines. The 
remaining structure and surrounding area would be treated. 

Evaluation of Alternatives 

Both alternatives were rejected as operative actions, since such efforts would prevent proper 
cleanup of RFETS as specified under the Life Cycle Baseline. Maintenance and surveillance 
would need to increase with time as eventual degradation of the building structure would pose a 
threat to the public through chemical and physical hazards. Potential also exists for groundwater 
contamination through release of contaminants to the soil as the integrity of piping systems and 
sumps will eventually be compromised. 

4.2 POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES OF THE PROPOSED 
ACTION 

Potential environmental effects associated with the D&D of Building 123 are describedin the 
following sections. 

4.2.1 Geology and Soils 

Decommissioning activities will disturb less than one (1) acre of land, most of which has 
previously been disturbed. Activities such as excavating could cause localized soil slumping to 
occur. Soil recontouring will be conducted after buildings are removed. Potential effects will be 
short-term increases in soil erosion and siltation, and small, temporary losses in soil productivity. 
A commitment to complete appropriate revegetation will be initiated to mitigate any impacts 
caused by soil disturbance activities. All project areas not paved or already vegetated will be 
revegetated as directed by Site ecologists. Topsoil of sufficient quality will be used to support 
revegetation. 
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No continuing long-term air quality impacts are expected after the project has been completed. 
.Short-term impacts will be mitigated by dust suppression techniques and excavation controls. 
The potential for release of small quantities of toxic, hazardous andor radioactive contaminants 
will remain, though the potential health effects to workers and the public from such releases is 
expected to be negligible. Air quality impacts are further discussed in Section 5.1 .l, and air 
monitoring criteria are defined in Section 3.2.2. Dust generated during the decommissioning effort 
will be managed with engineering controls. 

4.2.3 Water Quality 

Major surface water and groundwater quality impacts are not anticipated. The excavation area(s) 
will include run-on and run-off controls to prevent stormwater from contacting the wastes, and are 
not expected to intersect the groundwater table. Silt fences or similar barriers will be installed to 
prevent storm water runoff from carrying excavated soil from the project site. Removal of 
buildings and excavation of paved areas will result in a net decrease in storm water runoff from 
the Building 123 area and a corresponding increase in the amount of precipitation that percolates 
into the soil. Most of the local precipitation either evaporates on the ground surface or is taken up 
by vegetation. Surface water monitoring has been established at the Central Avenue ditch by 
RFETS Water Quality under a monitoring IRA. 

' 

, 

4.2.4 Fauna and Flora 

Building 123 is not located near an wetlands or habitat suitable for the threatened and 
endangered species. A migratory i ird survey of the project site will be conducted by Site 
ecologists within two weeks of the beginning of field activities, and activities will not be initiated 
except in compliance with the Migratory Bird Species Act and as approved by Site emlo ists. 

site. Although no penalties exist for removing the trees, preservation will provide nesting areas 
for aviary species. If removal is necessary, the trees will be surveyed for nests by Site 
ecologists two weeks prior to destruction. 

0 
An attempt will be made to preserve the condition of four large trees along the north end o 3 the 

4.2.5 Human Health 1 i 

Human health impacts will be maintained within applicable limits for worker protection, and 
requirements will be implemented to control the dispersion of contamination to air, water, and soil. 
Exposures to workers and the public will be controlled and monitored in accordance with 
standards defined in Section 5.0. Health effects to workers and the public are expected to be 
well within applicable limits, as operating procedures and other requirements will be implemented 
to protect human health. 

Occupational safety impacts will also be mitigated according to applicable requirements. The Site 
Cumulative Impacts Document estimates a site-wide illness/injury rate of 13.6 per 200,000 hours 
worked in D&D activities. 

4.2.6 Noise 

Decommissioning activities will involve common industrial activities (e.g., wiping, disassembly, 
sawing and crushing) with a variety of associated noise levels. Many of the activities will be 
conducted within the building; thus, elevated noise levels will be muffled by the building structure. 
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Other, less common techniques such as scabbling, blasting and demolition by pneumatic 
hammer, wrecking ball, or other devices are expected to generate higher than ambient noise 
levels. Workers involved in such activities will use appropriate hearing protection devices. 

.Dutdoor activities will be conducted in a safe manner in which noise will not affect non-involved 
workers and the public. 

4.2.7 Historical Resources 
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The programmatic agreement between the DOE Rocky Flats Field Office, the Colorado SHPO, 
and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation has been approved. Building 113 is a guard 
post of the type denoted for documentation as a historical building. The documentation is under 
preparation and scheduled to be completed by September 30, 1997. Arrangements are being 
made to take streetscape photographs of Building 123 which has been designated as a 
Potentially Historic Structure. The terms of the agreement will be met before initiation of 
decommissioning activities. 

4.2.8 Visual Impacts 

Demolition of Building 123 and associated buildings will result in a flat, ground-level surface of 
pavement or revegetated soil where the buildings had previously stood. The appearance of 
surrounding areas will remain as industrial until additional buildings are demolished. 

4.2.9 Cumulative Impacts 

Decommissioning and demolition of the 123 Cluster comprises part of a broader program to 
decommission and demolish all but nine (9) of the approximately 700 buildings on the RFETS 
site. The cumulative effects of this program are described in detail in Section 5 of the Cumulative 
Im acts Document. In summary, such effects will result in a site with only nine (9) buildings, 

area of vacant land. 

5.0 

se P ected streets, a minor degree of infrastructure (water, sewer and electnc service), and a large 

APPLICABLE OR RELEVANT AND APPROPRIATE 
REQUIREMENTS 

RFETS decommissioning actions performed under a PAM must attain, to the maximum extent 
practicable, Federal and State applicable or relevant and appropriate requirements (ARARs). 
ARARs associated with this document are a subset of the Federal and State requirements, which 
pertain directly to actions or conditions in the environment and are either applicable or relevant to 
particular decommissioning activities. D&D efforts performed according to the PAM must attain, to 
the maximum extent practicable, Federal and State ARARs. 

Applicable requirements are cleanup standards; standards of control and other substantive 
environmental protection requirements; criteria; or limitations promulgated under Federal or State 
law that specifically address a hazardous substance, pollutant, contaminant, remedial action, 
location or other circumstance at a CERCLA site. 
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Relevant and appropriate requirements are cleanup standards: standards of control and other 
substantive environmental protection requirements; criteria; or limitations promulgated under 
Federal or State law, that while not applicable to a pollutant, contaminant, remedial action, location 
.or other circumstance at a CERCLA site, can sufficiently address problems or situations similar to 
those encounteredvat a CERCLA site. 

ARARs associated with D&D projects include: 

Chemical specific: quantitative health- or risk-based restrictions upon exposure to types of 
hazardous substances [e.g., drinking water standards as defined by Maximum Contaminant 
Levels (MCLs)]; 

Action specific: technology-based requirements for actions taken upon hazardous substances 
(incinerator standards that require particular destruction and removal efficiency); and 

Location specific: restrictions upon activities in certain special locations (standards that prohibit 
certain types of facilities to operate in designated flood plain areas). 

Table 5-1 is a general list of ARARs that are applicable for this project. A specific list ishcluded 
as Attachment B. 
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5.1 CHEMICAL-SPECIFIC REQUIREMENTS AND CONSIDERATIONS 

The project will encounter conditions regulated by the following chemical specific restrictions. The 
restrictions will be incorporated into the project lanning effort and will be assured by following 

5.1 .I Airborne 

site procedures or by direct inclusion in the IW 8 P. 

The following Colorado Air Quality Control Commission (CAQCC) Regulations serve as 
applicable requirements: 

Reg. 8, Part A, (40 CFR Part 61) Subpart H regulates radionuclide emissions other than radon 
from DOE facilities and will apply to Building 123 if radiological contamination is discovered 
during characterization activities. 40 CFR 61.92 requires that no member of the public receive 
more than 10 mrem per year above background from airborne sources of radiation. 
Compliance with 40 CFR 61.92 is performed on a sitewide basis as a response t0 all RFETS 
sources, in which stack monitoring is required for all release points contributing greater than 0.1 
mredyear. Based upon preliminary estimates, monitoring will not be required. A formal 
analysis will be prepared. 

Reg. 8, Part B defines emission standards for asbestos. 

Reg. 8, Part C establishes an emission standard for lead in ambient air. The regulation states 
that no person shall cause or permit emissions of lead into the ambient air which would result 
in an ambient lead concentration exceeding 1.5 pg/m3 averaged over a one-month period. The 
regulation will apply to any decommissioning activities with the potential to emit lead into the 
ambient air. 
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Decommissionina and Demolit ion Activities at RFETS 
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- . - . . . . . " 

Environment 
40 CFR 191, Radioactive Dose Standards (Spent Nuclear NA NA NA 
Fuel; High Level and Transuranic Radioactive Wastes) 
DOE Order 5820.2A, Radioactive Waste Management No No Yes 
6 CCR 1007-1 4, Colorado Low Level Waste Yes No No 
Colorado Air Quality Control Emission Standards for Asbestos Yes No No 
Regulation 8, Control of Hazardous Air Pollutants 
5 CCR 1001 -1 4, Ambient Air Quality Standards Yes No No 
5 CCR 1001, Colorado Air Pollution Regulations Yes No No 
40 CFR 61, Subpart HI National Emission Standards for Yes No No 
Hazardous Air Pollutants 
5 CCR 1002-8, Colorado Basic Standards and Methodologies NA NA NA 
for Surface Water 
5 CCR 1002-8, Colorado Basic Standards for Groundwater Yes No No 
5 CCR 1003-1,40 CFR 141, Safe Drinking WpterAct, NA NA NA 
Colorado Primary Drinking Water Regulations 
40 CFR 141, Maximum Contaminant Level Goals NA NA NA 
Solid Waste Disposal Act, Colorado Hazardous Was te Act Yes No No 
Toxic Substance Control Act 
15 USC 2601 et se9. 
761.40n61.45, Labeling Yes No No 
761.65, Except for 77me Limit Yes No No 
761.66, Time Limit NA NA NA 
761.79, Decontamination Yes No No 
761.1 25, PCB Spill Cleanup Yes . No No 
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Emission Controls for Particles (5 CCR 1001 -1) and Emissions of Volatile Organic Compounds 
(5 CCR 1001 -9) may be applicable to soil excavation activities. Fugitive dust emissions controls 
are appropriate and relevant for the demolition. A list of hazardous air pollutant ARARs 
,associated with this project is included in Attachment B. 

5.2 ACTION-SPECIFIC REQUIREMENTS AND CONSIDERATIONS - 

The technology based standards and requirements are utilized when ever applicable or relevant 
and appropriate, to that specific action, to eliminate as many problem areas as possible. The 
project will encounter conditions regulated by the chemical specific restrictions identified in section 
5.2.1 and Attachment B. The restrictions will be incorporated in this project planning effort and will 
be assured by following applicable RFETS procedures. 

5.2.1 Resource Conservation and Recovery 

Requirements governing the identification and characterization of hazardous wastes are defined in 
RCRA and are applicable to the requirements in the Colorado Hazardous Waste Act (CHWA) (6 
CCR 1007-3, 261). The implementation of generator standards (6 CCR 1007-3 262) will be 
completed utilizing the Waste Stream Residue Identification Characterization (WSRIC) program 
and Waste Management Procedures. A list of specific RCRA ARARs associated with this project 
is included in Attachment B. The requirements governing Temporary Units (TUs) are applicable 
to tanks and containers used for storage and treatment of hazardous remediation wastes 
generated in conjunction with the D&D of 8123. (See 40 CFR $264.553). All tanks and 
containers will be compatible with the waste and in good condition. Incompatible wastes, if 
encountered, will be segregated within the units. Secondary containment will be provided, where 
practicable, when liquid wastes are stored or treated in tanks or containers. Waste 
characterization will be provided, as appropriate, in accordance with the SAP. Inspections, at a 
minimum of once a week, will be provided during operations in accordance with the Waste 
Management Pian. Training for individuals generating and handling hazardous remediation waste 
will be implemented using the framework identified in the RFFTS Part 8 permit. To close a TU, 
waste and contaminated soils will be removed, as appropriate. 

Remediation wastewaters generated during D&D will be transferred to the Consolidated Water 
Treatment Facility (CWTF, Building 891) for treatment. Remediation wastewaters that contain 
listed RCRA hazardous wastes or exhibit a RCRA characteristic will not be subject to compliance 
with RCRA hazardous waste codes and would not be applicable or relevant and appropriate 
because the wastewaters are CERCLA remediation wastes being treated in a CER(3.A 
treatment unit. The CWTF will treat the remediation wastewaters to meet applicable surface 
water quality standards under a National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) 
ARARs framework. 

Waste generated at B891 as the result of treatment of a listed remediation wastewater will be 
assigned the corresponding listed waste code. All wastes generated at 8891 will be evaluated 
for hazardous characteristics. 
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5.2.2 Toxic Substance Control Act (TSCA) 

The Toxic Substance Control Act (TSCA) defines criteria to guide management and disposal of 
PCBs. Fluorescent light ballast are the only potential source of PCBs identified in Building 123. 
Light ballast marked “No PCBs” or “PCB Free” will be managed as non-hazardous solid waste 
and disposed at a sanitary landfill. Ballast marked ”PCBs” or not marked and notjeaking will be 
packaged for disposal at an TSCA-permitted facility. Leaking PCB light ballast and unmarked 
light ballast will be managed as fully-regulated PCB Articles. A list of specific TSCA ARARs 
associated with this project is included in Attachment B. 

5.2.3 Colorado Low Level Waste Program 

The State of Colorado Low Level Waste Program (6 CCR 1007-14) is incorporated in Waste 
Management Operation procedures (1 100-1 104). 

5.3 LOCATIO N-SPEC1 FIC REQU I R EM ENTS AND CONS1 DE RATIONS 

No location specific requirements are associated with the scope of work. 

5.4 TO-BE-CONSIDERED (TBC) 

TBCs are used in determining the necessary level of cleanupfor the protection of human health 
and the environment. The March 8,1990.preamble to the final National Contingency Plan (NCP) 
rule (55 FR 8746) indicates that the use of TBCs is discretionary rather than mandatory; 
however, incorporation of TBCs is rewmmended and identified in this document. a 
6.0 IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE 

The Level 1 schedule for this roject is included as Attachment C. To meet requirements of the 
PAM process, the project will ge completed in less than six months from commencement of 
contractor mobilization. 

7.0 REFERENCES 
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DOE 1994, Final Phase I RFVRI Work Plan for Operable Unit 9, Technical Memorandum No. 1, 
Volume IIA- Pipelines, November. 
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(ARARs) 
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Chemical Specific Requirements and Considerations 

Pollutants (Sections involving with School 
requirements and State Buildings are not 
applicable.) 

Regulation No. 8 Part 6, Part It, Certification No No Yes 
and Training 
General Requirements to Obtain a General NA, administrative NA NA 
Abatement Certificate 

No, worker safety issues are No Yes Section I I ,  Initial Training 
covered under OSHA and are 

Section Ill, Project Requirements 
111 B1, Notification I NA, administrative NA NA 

C, General Requirements 1 NA, administrative NA NA 
Perm& 

C. 2, Asbestos Abatement Work .NA, addressed through NA NA  
Pradices health and safety issues with - exceptions 

C.7.6, Maximum Allowable Yes No No 

C.8.2.b., d, f, Handling Waste Yes No No 

NA, administrative 

NA, administrative 

AsbestosLeve/s 

we& 
NA NA C.4, Alternative Procedures and 

NA NA Ill, A(i) Notice of Asbestos 

Ill Asbestos Spill Response (except No No Yes 

NA NA 111 B.l , Notices-Release tdggers 

111 C., Pennit-Release triggem. No No No 
No No No 29 CFR 1910.134 

29 CFR 1926.58, Asbestos Construction No No No 
Standard 
€PA Worker Protection Rule No No No 

Va/iances 

Removal 

as noted below): - 
NA, administrative 
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Action Specific Requirements and Considerations 

3CRA 

fazardous Waste I I I 
IO CFR 262, Standards Amlicable to 
3enerafors of Hazardous Waste 
!62.11, Hazardous Waste Determinations Yes No No 
!62.12, EPA ID Number No No No 
!62 Subpart B, Manifest No No No 
!62 Subpart C, Pre-Transportation Yes No No 
'lequirernent 
Z62.34, Accumulation fime (with the Yes No No 
ollowing exceptions): 

90-Day Storage Time Limit No No No 
Container Labeling No No Yes 
Container Dating No No No 
55 Gallon Limit for SAA No No NQ 

!62.40 Subpart 0, Recordkeeping and No No No 
qeporting 
!62 Subpart E, Exports of Hazardous NA NA NA 

Transporters of Hazardous Wastes 

shipments only) 
263.1 2, Transfer Facility (off site shipments Yes No No 
only) 
263 Subpart 6, Manifest System (offsite Yes No No 
shipment only) 

Dischat-qes (offsite shipments only) 

for Solid Waste Management Unifs 

!63.11, €PA Identification Number (offsite Yes No N O  

- - .  

263 Subpart C, Hazardous Waste Yes No NO 

40 CFR 264 Subpart S, Corrective Action Yes No NO 

264.553 Temporary Units - Containers Yes, applicable to hazardous No NO 

264.553 Temporary Units - Tanks Yes, applicable to hazardous No N O  

- 

remediation waste 

remediation waste 

. 



Y 

(a) (1)-(4) 
@) 

265 Subpart D, Contingency Plan and 
Emergenc y Procedures 
265 Subpart E, Manifest System (offsite 
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Action Specific Requirements and Considerations 

RCRA Icont’d) 

No No No 
Yes No No 

Yes No No 

$0 CFR 265, Interim Status Standards for 
3wners and Operators of Hazardous Waste 
Treatment, Storage, and Disposal Facilities 

shipments of hazardous waste) . 
265 Subpart F, Groundwater Monitoring 

265 Subpart A, General No I No 
265 Subpart B, General FacW ~t=rnkt rdc  

NA NA NA 

265.1 1, Identification Number I No I No 
265.1 2, Required Notices No No I No 
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Action Specific Requirements and Considerations 

3CRA (cont’d) 

?on fain ers 
VOTE: Subpart S of 264 may replace this 
section of requirements. 
265 Subpart J, Tanks, Part of an existing 
3CRA unit (tanks, sumps, piping and other 
mcillary equipment will be closed using a 
;eparate Closure Pian in accordance with 
?65 Subpart G. This unit will be closed 
Jnder the 123 PAM. 
335 Subpart K, Surface Impoundments NA NA NA 
265 Subpart C, Waste Piles NA NA NA 
265 Subpart N, Landfih I NA NA  NA 
265 Subpart 0, incinerators NA NA NA 
265 Subpart P, Thermal Treatment NA NA NA 
265 Subpart Q, Chemical, Physical and. NA N A  N A  
Biological Treatment 
265 Subpart R, Underqround Injection NA NA NA  
265 Subpart W, Drip Pads NA NA NA 
265 Subpart AA, Air Emission Standards NA NA NA 
for Process Vents 
265 Subpart BB, Air Emission for NA NA NA  
Equipment Leaks 
265 Subpart CC, Air Emission Standards NA No No 
for Tanks, Surface Impoundments and 
Containers 

- 

265 Subpart AA, Air Emission Standards NA NA NA 
for Process Vents 
265 Subpart BB, Air Emission for NA NA NA 
Equipment Leaks 
265 Subpart CC, Air Emission Standards NA No No 
f o r  Tanks, Surface lmpoundments and 
Containers 
265 Subpart DD, Containment Buildings NA  NA NA 
40 CFR 266 Subpart C, Recyclable NA NA NA 
Materials  Used in a Manner Constituting 
Disposal  

97 
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Action Specific Requirements and Considerations 
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TSCA 

Ballast Marked “No PCB” or None NA NA NA 
“PCB Free“ (Both leaking 
and non-leaking) 
Non-Leaking Ballast Marked Disposal in a TSCA No Yes, to final offsite Yes 
“Contains PCBs” Incinerator (Small capacitor management of 

Non-Leaking, Unmarked Disposal in a TSCA No No Yes 
Ballast Incinerator (Guidance from 

Leaking Ballast Marked PCB Article 761 et. seq. Yes No No 
“Contains PCBs” 

exclusion) this waste stream 

Region Vlll) 

Leaking, Unmarked Ballast PCB article fully TSCA Yes No No ’ 

regulated including any 
material that comes into 
direct contact with the leak L 
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APPENDIX B 

SUMMARY OF WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN 
FOR THE 

BLDG. 123 D&D PROJECT 

. 



PROPOSED ACTION MEMORANDUM RF/RMRS-97-012 I i 
FOR THE DECOMMISSIONING 
OF BUILDING 123 Date Effective: 3/26/98 

Estimated generation volumes incorporated into Building 123’s Waste Management Plan (June 
1997) may differ from those volumes used in this summary. Variations are due to completion of 
additional characterization and selection of waste management options. 

Revision 6, Page 8-2 of 6-3 

ASBESTOS NON-RAD 
Friable 
Non-friable 

ASBESTOS RAD 
Friable 
Non-friable 

PCBS NON-RAD 
ballasts non-leaking 

PCBS NON-RAD 
leaking ballasts and all other 
regulated PCBs (articles, 
etc.) 
PCBs RAD 
ballasts, non-leaking (LLW 
only, not TSCA regGlated) 
Hazardous Waste NON-RAD 
fluorescent tubes 
Solvents, Paints, lead, 
chemicals, metals 
PCBs RAD 
Leaking ballasts and all other 
rad contaminated (LLW) and 
TSCA regulated wastes 

Gray 55 gallon drums or 
strong tight boxes; friable 
6 mm plastic double 
bagged; crate, roll-off; 
B666 or outside 
White 55 gallon drums or 
boxes; 6 mm plastic double 
bagged or strong tight 
boxes/crates; 
6664 or 6644 Cargo 
Containers 
Black and yellow drum with 
a plastic liner 
Building 666 

Black and yellow drum with 
plastic liner, document on 
traveler if TSCA regulated. 
Building 666 
White drum with a plastic 
liner 
8666 
Black and white drum 
tubes crushed on-site 
123s or RCRA Unit 1 

White drum with a plastic 
liner 
8666 

Friable, Kettleman 
dills through Chem 
vVaste Contract 
Non-friable- U.S.A. 
Waste, Erie Co. 
Nevada Test Site 
(NS)  

Chem Waste 
contract to Rollins 
Inc. at Deerpark, TX. 

Chem Waste 
contract to Rollins 
Inc. at Deerpark, TX. 

Oak Ridge 

Chem Waste 
Contract 

Oak Ridge 

Friable: 120 yds’ 
Von-friable: 90 yds3 

Friable: 170 yds3 
Non-friable: 
130 yds’ 

< 1 cu yd. This sum 
is a total of all PCB 
categories. Until the 
ballasts are 
removed, it is 
impossible to 
categorize this 
waste stream 
correctly. 
Totaled in PCB 
NON-RAD category 

Totaled in PCB 
NON-RAD category 

<1 cuyd 

Totaled in PCB 
NON-RAD category 
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PROPOSED ACTION MEMORANDUM RF/RMRS-97-012 t' 

FOR THE DECOMMISSIONING Revision 6, Page 8-3 of 6-3 
OF BUILDING 123 Date Effective: 3/26/98 

NON-RAD 
PU&D materials and 

-lazardous waste rinsate (rad 
ind non-rad) 
rhis waste stream will be 
generated during RCRA 
:losure of part of RCRA Unit 
10. 
vlixed Wastes RAD 
qon-homogeneous White 55 gallon drum 

Process waste system, 

yard roll-offs 
Not renulated under RCRA 

iomogeneous 

Metal destined for 
reclamation 
RAD 

904A or Unit 14 or Unit 15A 
in Building 906 

-ow Level Waste 
iaster, wall materials, 
Nindows, panels, cement, 
>tc. 

White drum or white boxes 
or full size wooden crates 
complying with WO 1100 or 
WO 4034 
6664 Cargo Containers or 

I 8440 Cargo Containers 
1 Roll-offs either 20 or 30 Sanitary or Industrial Waste 

processed RCRA Scrap 
Metal destined for 
reclamation 

[file systems, cabinets, 
shelves, desks, fumes 
hoods, muffler furnaces, lat 

Jlanaged onsite in a 
vastewater treatment 
init (building 374) 

\lon homogeneous 
-LMW does not have 
a designated 
jisposal site at this 
i me 
domogeneous 
3ak Ridge LLM and 
-L solvents 
Envirocare, Utah 
Vevada Test Site 

U.S.A. Waste, Erie, 
Colorado 
Per PU&D; or 
Per Rf contract 

~ 

No contract yet in 
place. Options 
include SEG and 
MSC. No shipments 
will be made until a 
contract is in place 
with a K-H approved 
vendor. 

7500 gallons 

Homogeneous: 
9 yd3 
Non- 
iomogeneous: 
:1 yd3 

375 yd3 

3500 yd3 

500 yd3 

e1 ycd3.. 

In the event a waste stream, not identified in this summary, is generated by this project and this 
wastes stream has the potential of impacting human health or the environment, then RMRS or its 
subcontractor is required to immediately notify Kaiser-Hill's Environmental Management and 
Compliance Division of the existence of this wastes stream. Jointly RMRS and Kaiser-Hiil will 
determine the most appropriate management and disposal options for this waste stream. 
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PROPOSED ACTION MEMORANDUM RF/RMRS-97-012 ,' 
FOR THE DECOMMISSIONING R e v i s m  6 
OF BUILDING 123 Date Effective: 3/26/98 

ATTACHMENT 1 

DRAFT INTERAGENCY MULTI-AGENCY RADIOLOGICAL SITE SURVEY 
AND SITE INVESTIGATION MANUAL (MARSSIM) AND 

DRAFT NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION (NRC) NUREG/CR-5849, 
MANUAL FOR CONDUCTING RADIOLOGICAL SURVEYS 

IN SUPPORT OF LICENSE TERMINATION 

0 



FINAL CLOSE-OUT REPORT RF/RM RS-98-253. U N 
FOR THE BUILDING 123 REVISION 0 
DECOMMISSIONING PROJECT EFFECTIVE DATE: 9/24/98 

Attachment 5 

Environmental Readiness Review Documentation 



FINAL CLOSE-OUT REPORT RFIRMRS-98-253.UN 
FOR THE BUILDING 123 REVISION 0 
DECOMMISSIONING PROJECT EFFECTIVE DATE: 9/24/98 

This attachment includes ERE documentation of the following: 

1. Strip-Out 

A. K-H authorization to proceed with Strip-Out. 
6. DOE authorization to proceed with Strip-Out 
C. Closure of Post-Start Findings for Strip-Out 

II. Asbestos Abatement 

A. K-H authorization to proceed with Asbestos Abatement 
B. DOE authorization to proceed with Asbestos Abatement 

111. Demolition 

A. K-H authorization to proceed with Demolition of Buildings 113, 114 and the east wing of Building 123. 
6. DOE authorization to proceed with Demolition of the west and north wings of Building 123. 
C. Closure of Post-Start Findings for Demolition. 



C3RAES. CONTROL - 
00Eofxx3.. 

Attach men t 5 
RF/RMRS-98-253.Ub 

November 18, 

Keith A. Klein 

KAIS E R e  HILL 
C O U P A N Y  

1997 97-RF-06120 

I 

ssew Deputy Manager for Technical Programs 
DOE, RFFO -. 51 

, 

AUTHORIZATION TO PROCEED WITH BUILDING 123 EQUIPMENT STRIPOUT 
- AMP-1 80-97 

Refs: (a) 

(b) 

K. A. Klein Itr, 05078, to A. M. Parker, Environmental Readiness Evaluation, 
June 30,1997 
A. M. Parker Itr, AMP-122-97, to K. A. Klein. Buildinq 123 Cluster Phased 
Environmental Readiness Evaluation Approach, August 28, 1997 

In accordance with reference (a), Kaiser-Hill (K-H) is submitting written notification to the Office 
of the Assessment Manager for Environmental Compliance informing them that Rocky 
Mountain Remediation Services (RMRS) is ready to p m d  with the equipment stripout phase 
of the Building 123 Decommissioning Project. As discussed in reference (b), Building 123 
Cluster Phased Environmental Readiness Evaluation Approach, efforts for the Buildinq 123 

i 

Decommissioning Project will be conducted in three phases: (1) equipment stripout, (5) 
asbestos abatement, and (3) demolition. It was decided that preliminary oversight efforts 
would focus on both the equipment stripout and asbestos abatement phases. However, as 
oversight progressed it became apparent that efforts should focus on each phase separately to 
aid in the prevention of delays. Therefore, to this point, only oversight of Building 123 
equipment stripout was conducted. The oversight of the remaining two phases, asbestos 
abatement and demolition, will be conducted at a later date and DOE will be notified as 
appropriate. 

Attached are the results of the K-H oversight of the Building 123 equipment stripout phase of 
the project. The overall conclusion of the review team was that the proper controls are in place 
to safely perform the activities. Field oversight of project control implementation will be 
conducted in a joint effort with the DOE ERE team just prior to the beginning of field work and 
oversight of the work performance will continue as the work progresses. 

- 
ACTION ITEM STATUS: 0 PARTIMPEN 

CLOSED - 
LTR APPROVALS 

Also in accordance with reference (a), K-H is requesting written notification that the Building 
123 project is authorized to commence equipment stripout. 

OR!' TYPIST NFTLACS: 0 :wa Kaiser-Hili Company, L.L.C. 
JeH.yol) Courier Address: Rocky Flats EnvironmenraI Technoiogy Site, State Hwy. 93 and Cacttts. Rwky Rats, CO 80007 * 303.966 7m 

M a I n g  Address: P.O. Box 464, Golden. Colorado 80402-0464 



Keith A. Klein 
November 18,1997 

Page 2 
AMP-1 80-97 

If you have any questions on this matter, please contact Jill Bruse at Extension 4807/dp 6067. 

&d k z L  
Alan M. Parker 
Vice President 
Closure Projects Integration 
Kaiser-Hill Company, L.L.C. 

SJE3:wa 

Attachment: 
As  Stated 

cc: 
Orig. and 1 cc - K. A. Klein 



Attachment 1 

Page 1 of 14 
AMP- 1 80-97 

CLOSUW PROJECTS 

ENGIWERING AND INTEGRATION 

OVERSIGHT OF 

B123 
EQUIPMENT STRIPOUT 

97-0 148-KH 

November 18, I997 

&b 
S. 3. Bruse, Assessment Lead 





Closure Project's Oversight of 
I3123 

Equipment Stripout Phase 

1.0 Summary 

Kaiser-Hill's oversight of  the Rocky Mountain Remediation Services (RMRS) Building 
123 (B 123) equipment stripout phase of the B123 decommissioning project was 
performed in October and November of  1997. The decommissioning o f  B123 will be 
conducted in three phases, as follows: 

. 

0 Equipment stripout 
Asbestos abatement, and 
Demolition 

The oversight summarized here focused on the first phase, equipment stripout. The 
second and third phases will be overseen separately, and will require separate 
authorization to proceed. The review team evaluated RMRS and subcontractor 
documentation prepared that defines and controls the work required, the training o f  on- 
site individuals responsible for the removal activities, and the ovedl readiness of RMRS 
and their subcontractors to perform the stripout activities. 

It is determined that the proper controls are in place and the B 123 equipment stripout 
phase of the project is ready to proceed. Activities will cofnmence when work 
authorization notification is received from DOE. 

Oversight of  B123 project control implementation will be conducted in the fieId for 
equipment stripout requirements and will be conducted in concert with DOE. Particular 
areas for continuing field monitoring the includes: 

Management of  waste of low level waste 
Training and qualification records and interviews 
RMRS Quality Assurance involvement 
Activity Hazard Analysis 
Asbestos Abatement Plan completion and State notification confirmation 
Waste chemical removal in room 158 
Pre-evolutionary briefing review including lessons learned and emergency procedures 
Perchloric rinsing procedure and operations 

t 

, 

Environrnentai Readiness Review 
B 123 Equipment Stripout Page 1 



2.0 Introduction 

K-H oversight consisted of an evaluation of the documentation prepared to define and 
control the project, the training of on-site individuals responsible for the removal activities, 
and the overall readiness to perform the activities. A review team was assembled to 
perform the evaluation. The team was comprised of the following personnel: 

S. J. Bruse 

S. Bradtield 

W. E Gillen Radiologic& 

K. North Environmental Compliance 

C. Patnoe Air 
G. D. Schmalz 

S. M. Walker-Lembke . 

Closure Projects Engineering and Integration 

Health & Safety and Asbestos Abatement 
. _ - - -  

Decontamination & Demolition and Fire Protection 

Authorizati6ri Basis 

3.0 

3.1 

Review Method 

The evaluation generally followed the guidance contained in DOE letter, Keith Klein to 
Alan Parker, AI:JG:05078, dated June 30,1997, Environmental R e d n e s s  Evaluation. A 
checklist was used to emure that appropriate areas were evaluated. The completed 
checklist used for the oversight efforts is contained as Attachment 1. 

The evaluation included a review of the documentation prepared to support the project 
activities, interviews with project personnd and a review of on-site training plans and 
records. The two major areas, (1) Documentation review; and (2) Training and personnel 
readiness, are discussed below. 

Project Documentation Review 

The documentation reviewed addressed the activities and hazards expected to be 
encountered. Issues regarding documentation identified during the course of the 
assessment were corrected. Major documentation reviewed included but was not limited 
to: 
a Project Execution Plan 

Proposed Action Memorandum 
Health and Safety Plans 
Waste Management Plan 
Lead Characterization Report 
Reconnaissance Level characterization Report 

Master Activity List Approval , 
Closure Plan for Building 123 Components of RCRA Unit 40 

National Historic Preservation Act Documentation 

Pace 2 



Asbestos Characterization Report 
N.E.P.A. Checklist 
Davis Bacon Determination 
Facility S a f q  Analysis 
Preliminary Hazard analysis 
Site Beryllium Characterization Report 
Integrated Work Control Package 
Subcontractor submittals 

3.2 Training and Personnel Readiness 

Denver West Remediation Contractors (DWRC) group training records for the employees 
utilized in the stripout activities of B123 will be verified prior to the start of work in the 
field. Rosters for required orientation, preevolutionary briefings, weekly safety meetings, 
and tool-box safety meetings wiU also be reviewed. Delaying the briefing and 
corresponding review is preferred sine the briefings will not be occurring until just prior 
to the start of the field work and personnel are not currently on site. 

3.3 Denver West Remediation Contractor 

DWRC will be conducting the equipment stripout phase of the pro-ject. DWRC was 
deficient in implementation of the DWRC QA program. Implementation of corrective 
action has been vecified by K-H QA and Project Management. Building 123 will be the 
model to ensure DWRC has effectively implemented the corrective action Kaiser-Hill 
Quality Assurance (K-H QA) plans to conduct extensive oversight of DWRC’s work 
practices and QA program implementation relaled to B123. K-H QA is responsible for 
assessing B 123 progress with regard to implementation of the DWRC QA program. In 
addition to the normal level of involvement, Closure Projects will also assist K-€3 QA to 
accomplish this oversight task 

Givironmentd Readine..s Review 
5 123 EquiprnentStrip<~ut 

. 

Page 7 
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United States Government Department of Energy 

0 memorandum Rocky Flats Field Office 

DATE: 

DEC 3 1997 
REPLY TO 

ATTN OF: AI:SET:05572 

SUBJECT: Approval to Proceed with Phase 1 of Building 123 Demolition, Equipment Stripout 

TO: Alan Parker, Vice President 
Closure Projects Integration 
Kaiser-Hill Company, L.L.C. 

Reference: Letter, A. Parker to K. Klein, 97-RF-06 120 of Nov. 18, 1997, Authorization to 

Proceed with Building 123 Equipment Stripout 

Your request to commence Building 123 Equipment Stripout is approved based on the 

completion of the Rocky Flats Field Office Environmental Readiness Evaluation (ERE) 

and your closure of the prestart findings. The ERE team will continue to monitor the 

0 

project to ensure startup is smooth and that the post startup findings are closed. 

;&gy/ 
keith A. Klein 
Deputy Manager for Technical Programs 

Attachments 

cc w/Att: 
E. Kray, CDPHE 
R. Warther, DNFSB 
T. Weadock, EH-24 
J. Legare, AMEC, RFFO 
M. Weis, AMPA, RFFO 
D. Lowe, AME, RFFO 
S. Tower, AI, RFFO 



Assessment Report 

Date: December 1,1997 

Assessment ID Number: W-047-AI-CERCLA Building 123 Equipment Stripout 
ERE 

e 
purpoSe: To assess the readiness of the Integrating Management Conrractor to proceed 
with work in Building 123 for the fmt phase of the demolition, equipment stripout. 

Executive Summary: The cooperation of the assessed personnel and their attitude 
concerning this assessment was positive and commendable. In generd, the demolition 
team was well prepared to proceed with work in the field with 5 exceptions noted as 
prestart findings below. It is necessary to correct these 5 deficiencies to DOE satisfaction 
prior to start of the work. "here are aIso 9 other fmdings which must be corrected but not 
prior to starting work. 

Conduct of Assessment: The RFFO assessment was conducted over a week period horn 
20 through 26 November 19sn by the seven member team who signed below. The 
assessment was conducted in accord with the Assessment Program Operating Procedure 
and the Assistant Manger for Environmental Compliance Addendum to the Assessment 
Procedure for Environmental Readiness Evaluations. The building was visited by the 
whole team at various times, interviews were conducted informally, and a large number of 
documents were reviewed. Additional detail is provided in the attached team member 
observation forms. Note that substantial changes were made to the category of findings in 
the observation form covering radiological protection in this final report. 

0 

The result of the assessment. 
Findings: 

Frestart Findings (must be corrected to DOE satisfaction prior to start of work): 
Specific RWP 97-123-0003 & RWP 97-123-0005: 

RCAs allowed on the RWPare RMAs and CAS only, however, the 
suspension limits are 150,000 dpdlOOcm2 W g a m m a  removable and 
50 DAC (150,OOO dpd100cm2 betidgamma =movable exceeds CA 
limits and 50 DAC would be an AM). 

RCAs allowed on the RWP are HCAs only, however, the suspension 
limits are 2000 dpd100cm2 alpha and 150,000 dpd100cm2 
bedgamma removable (2000 dpm/lOOcm2 alpha removable is the low 
end of the HCA limit, and 150,000 d p d l o C m 2  bedgamma 
removable is not a CA or HCA limit). 
No double PPE required as per Site RCM for work in an HCA. 

Section 4.4 Hazard Analysis ( W S A s )  of the Safety and Health Program 
identiiies several specific steps to be taken when developing the hazard 

RWP 97- 123-0007 

1 



Assessment Report 

analysis. Section 1.1 Scope and Applicability of the Building 123 
Decommissioning Health and Safety Plan states “The AHA will identify the 
principal steps involved and the sequence of work activities, the potential 
safety and health hazards associated with each step, the specific controls 
associated with each potential hazard, the task specific special equipment to be 
used in performing the activity, and monitoring requirements.” Section 1.6 
Health and  safe^ Plan Development prescribes that the AHA will include 
‘‘Actual corrective measures planned to control or mitigate identified hazards.” 
The AHAs do not meet these requirements, particularly the requirements to 
develop controls for the identified hazards. The concurrence of the job 
supervisor and the d e t y  and health representative raises concerns regarding 
appropriate review. A comprehensive review of specific safety and health 
hazards, the analysis conducted to identify the specific hazards, and control 
measures to mitigate these hazards will need to be performed prior to project 
initiation. 
Training records were found demonstrating completion of the required training 
as outlined in both the Statement of Work section 01 114 as well as the Safety 
and Health Plan for Building 123 Strip-Out Project, 10/97, by DWRC. 
However, no documentation was found supporting completion of some of the 
training requirements as listed in Building 123 Decommissioning Project 
Health and Safety Plan, RMUS, Rev. 0, June 1997. Interviews with the 
DWRC training coordinator showed that he, incorrectly, did not believe that 
the training requirements in the RMRS Health and Safety Plan superseded the 
others mentioned. 

Post-Start Findings (must be corrected but not prior to the start of work in the 

GeneralRwP. 
field): 

The survey frequency of the RWPs was stated as “As per Rad Ops 
Supervision.” The use of this statement should be mmunmd and does 
not meet the intent of HSP and ROI requirements. 

7he ALARA Review is lacking specific information on when, where, 
and how glovebags and containments will be utilizsd 
The ALARA Review is lacking specific information on when, where, 
and how size reduction of contaminated equipment will be performed 
and controlled. 

. .  . 

ALARAReview,Revo 

e IWCP FBO410-03-2, Rev 0: 
The IWCP is lacking specific information on when, where, and how 
glove-bags and containments will be utilized 
The WCP is lacking specific information on when, where, and how 
size reduction of contaminated equipment will be performed and 
controlled. 
The IWCP is lacking specific instructions on how to handle 
contaminated concrete slabs. Since the building provides an acceptable 

2 



Assessment Report 

e 

e 

containment, it may be advantageous to decontaminate these slabs 
during the Strip-Out Phase. 

Close-Out Radiological Survey Plan, Rev 0 
The Close-Out Radiological Survey Plan (CRSP) for B 123 was not 
approved or reviewed by the K-H ERE Team. A member of the K-H 
ERE Team who is an SME on MARSSIM should review the CRSP for 
adequacy. 
The K-H ERE Team should ensure that the Close-Out Survey is part of 
the stripout phase and documented as such. 
The survey instructions under Appendix C columns ‘# Removable 
alpha/beta survey measurements” and “# Direct alpha/beta survey 
measurements” do not match the survey requirements in Section 4.4 
Class 1 ,2  and 3, Survey and Sampling Requirements. For example, 
Appendix C, Group 15, Survey Unit 34 instructions state “Minimum of 
3/plane”, however, the Section 4.4, Class 2 requirements state “one 
fixed alpha and beta total surface activity measurement for each one 
square meter (nine square feet) with a minimum of 5 per wall andor 10 
per floor.” There is no discussion as to why the requirements are 
different than the instructions, or how and if the instructions will satisfy 
the requirements. 

Observations (provided for information or action as Kaiser-Hill as deems appropriate): 
GeneralRW. 

Since most of the RWPs have a different title but contain the same 
requirements, these RWPs should becombined. Due to the specific 
scope of work and in order to minimize worker confusion, the number 
of RWPs should be as limited as possible for the stripout phase, no 
more than two or three RWPs should be sufficient to cover all  tasks. 
The requirements for a Post-Job ALARA Review are different between 
HSP 6.07, Section 7.1 1 and REP 1002, Section 5.4. The RWP should 
reference REP 1002, Section 5.4. since the requirements are more 
encompassing. A DMR should be generated to make these procedures 
consistent. 
The IWCP for the Stripout Phase (FBO410-03-2) requires radiation 
surveys per ROI 01.01, however, the RWPs only quire contamination 
surveys, not radiation surveys. 
RWPs were missing Job Supervisor employee ## and signature. 
RWs reference AHA for additional PPE requirements. Due to this 
reference, the AHA would have to be available and read before each 
entry. In order to ensure RWP compliance the RWPs should be stand 
alone. 
There is a suspension limit of 5 mrem/hr, however, radiation surveys 
are not required to verify the suspension limit is reached. 

3 



Assessment Report 

The RWPs are not clear on the Rad Ops Coverage. Note [5] is not 
clear when a fulltime RCTis required or when an On Call RCT is 
required. 
Of the RWPs provided for =view, there was no discussion or controls 
for size reduction of equipment. 

The RWP references ALARA Review 97-123-003, however, the 
AI.,= Review is only applicable to areas posted HCA, this RWP 
does not cover work in HCAs. 

There is a suspension limit of 50 DAC, however, ARA is not listed as 
an allowed area for entry. 

The RWP references ALARA Review 97-123-003, however, the 
ALAR4 Review is only applicable to areas posted HCA, this RWP 
does not cover work in HCAs. 
Note [q is a generic requirement for most work and should be 
incorporated in the W C P  and not on the RWP. 
Note [7l, define “contamination free’ and “elevated.” 
ALARA Job Review #missing in Approval Section. 

Spe~ific RWP 97-123-0003: 

Spe~ific RWP 97-123-0007: 

Specific RWP 97-123-0005: 

RWP 97-123-0001, RWP 97-123-0002, RWP 97-549-6315, and RWP 97- 
549-63 14 

These RWPs were marked “Information Only” and ‘Waf?,” therefore, 
these RWPs were not reviewed. 

ALARA Review, Rev 0 
Heading - RWP No. missing. 
Section I - Job description is for work in HCAs, however, RWPs for 
work in CAS reference this ALARA Review. 
Section II - The words “Site Radiological Control Manual” should be 
added before ‘Table 2-2.” 
Section II - Air purifying respirators m not allowed on any of tbe 
RWPs. A note should be added that work will stop if >50 DAC and 
RWPs, ALARA Review, etc. will be reevaluated. 
Section III - Per the RWRC training matrix, only 5 of 26 workers are 
qualified on glove bags. 
Section III - Normally, pmevolutionary briefings are not held before 
unplanned emergency conditions manifest. 
Section IV - There is a suspension limit of 5 rnrem/hr, however, 
radiation surveys are not required on the RWPs to verify the suspension 
limit is reached, 
Section IV - The statement about full-face respiratory protection 
should also appear on the applicable RWP(s). 
Section IV - The statement ‘Full time RCT support is required“ 
contradicts the On€& requirements of the RWPs. 

4 



Assess men t Report 

Section N - In the section titled ”The use of solvents to soften the 
mastic,” the word minimizing should be used instead of “preventing.” 
The ALARA Review should specify how the HCA areas will be 
established and controlled. 

As noted above, the IWCP requires radiation surveys per ROI 0 1 .O 1, 
however, the RWPs only require contamination sumeys, not radiation 
surveys. 
There is no signature block for completion of the Close-Out 
Radiological Survey Plan. 
The appendices were not attached to the WCP and therefore, were not 
reviewed 

There is no discussion as to how the source storage wells, process 
waste sumps or potentially contaminated slabs will be handled andor 
surveyed. 
There is not adequate justification given for the survey unit 
classifications. Using characterization data and process history, 
technical justifications should be documented for each survey unit 
classification. A synopsis of the characterization data for each survey 
unit should be documented in the CRSP. 
There is no discussion as to why building systems (e.g., fire protection, 
steam system, plant air, domestic water, sanitary sewer, etc.) and any 
other non-impacted areas, if any, are not included in the CRSP. 
No discussion or guidance is given on how to investigate, document 
and resolve elevated areas, hot spots, and anomalies in the survey data. 
The= is no discussion on what statistical evaluations will be performed 
on the survey data or how this data will be reported. 
Section 6.1 Step 3 - Based on a SAC4 h4DA of 18 dpm, the SAC4 
should not be used to count alpha smears since 18 dpm is 90% of the 
release limit of 20 dpm and does not meet the goal of Using instruments 
which have an MDA of 504% of the release limit 
Section 6.1 Step 3 - The instrument (Ludlum 31) that will be used in 
Group 15 is not listed in the instrument table. The use of this 
instrument should also be included in a note on the Group 15 survey 
instmction form. 
The purpose of Appendix B is not clear. The title of Appendix B is 
“MARSIMM Statistical Methodology,” based on a review of the 
appendix, it does not cover what the title indicates. Why was only 
removable alpha and fixed beta calculated when other types of surveys 
will be performed, such as removable beta and fixed alpha? How do 
the results of these calculations effect the survey instructions? Why is 
the LBGR based on professional judgment when the= is 
characterization data to support this value? What is the technical 
justification for the “assumed“ distribution of survey results being 9 & 3 

IWCP FBO410-03-2, Rev 0: 

Close-Out Radiological Survey Plan, Rev 0: 
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Assessment Report 

dpdlOOcm2, shouldn‘t this be detennined from the characterization 
data? What does the term (O.OY0.01) mean in terms of the fixed beta 
result? More discussion is needed in this appendix to explain the 
calculations and how they relate to the CRSP. Additionally, as the title 
indicates, statistical methods of how the data will be handled should be 
discussed. 
Appendix C - The signature page should be included in the 
review/approval page at the front of the CRSP. 
Appendix C - The Activity Hazard Analysis s h d d  be a separate 
appendix since it is not radiological survey instructions as the appendix 
title indicates. 
Appendix C - Groups 1 and 24-28 instructions are missing Note (4). 
Appendix C - Group 15, There should be additional instruction for 
Group 15 to indicate how beta-gamma surveys will be performed since 
they are diffemt from the normal beta only surveys. Additionally, 
Note 3 should have the word “gamma” added after “bebeta” 
Appendix C - Note (1) survey maps were not attached to the CRSP 
and therefore, not available for revkw. 

Section 6.13 Scaffolds of the Building 123 Decommissioning Health and 
Safety Plan states that “Fall protection shall be provided to workers during 
erection and dismantling activities involving 10 feet or more ...” Section 6.14 
Fall Protection states that ‘‘...from a ladder where the worker’s feet are more 
than 6 feet above the floor or ground ...“ and “A full body harness is required 
for elevated work above 6 ft” Is fall protection required above six feet or ten 
feet? Do personnel wear fall arrest systems at six feet or ten feet? The 
discxepancy needs to be clarified. 
Section 1.5.3 Building 123 of the RFETS Emergency Plan idenwies a specific 
population for each shift It M e r  identifies the most significant hazards as 
being hydrochloric acid, nitric acid, and hydrofluoric acid. Since the EWETS 
Emergency Plan governs emergency response on the site for several response 
organizations, the number of personnel idenWied who could be a€fected in this 
building by an emergency needs to be c m n t  with the actual number of 
personnel impacted. Emergency response units will use this figure to plan 
accordingly. Further, the three acids identified as si&icant hazards have been 
removed and replaced with perchloric acid crystals. Response organizations 
should be made aware of the change in the hazard status for the building. 
The Closure Plan for partial Closure of RCRA Unit 40 is not yet approved and 
requires a 45 day public comment period prior to approval. Kaiser Hill has 
statkd they plan to proceed at risk without the approved closure plan. 
The Administrative record (AR) was adequate for the removal action under 
CERCLA and RFCA but the list of documents did not address public 
participation speclficaly but should if a document was publicly released for 
comments even though there weren’t any comments received. 
If a Site Technical Administrative Record Review (STARR) meeting was held, 
some record of it would be a document worth considering adding to the AR 
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Assessment Report 

There is no evidence that RMRS or KH recognized that a number of 
procedures used in the development of the work package, and the 
decontamination procedure included as an appendix, for equipment removal 
were past their periodic review dates. Periodic reviews of procedures, such as 
Health and Safety Practices (HS&P), are a requirement of a Level 1 site 
procedure. Periodic reviews ensure the technical accuracy of the procedure 
and provide a method to incorporate changes in technology or procedural 
improvements. The condition of the periodic review of procedures has been 
documented in other assessments. For this reason no actions are required 
associated with periodic reviews for B123 stripout 
The reliance on Statements of Work incorporated as an appendix to an IWCP 
work package introduces the possibility that some requirements may be 
missed. While the end user of the work package may be familiar with the 
requirements within the statement of work, in the course of performing work 
some of these requirements may be missed. It is not clear how changes made 
to an appendix, such as the statement of work, in a IWCP work package are 
integrated with the IWCP change requirements. It appears that changes to 
requirements could be made to the statement of worlc independently of the 
organizations that originally concutTed to the work package. 
It appears that other organizations on site will be expected to provide services, 
such as draining water from systems, without their concurrence on the cover of 
the work package. Assuming that organizations are prepared to perform what 
may appear to be simple evolution's, can easily develop into delays in schedule. 
Poor coordination and communication during facility transition to a D&D 
facility resulted in freeze protection rounds not being perfomed as required 
during cold weather. While this may not k ' k t I y  related to the KH ERE, it 
occurred during the KH ERE and there is no evidence that RMRS or KH was 
aware that this condition was allowed to OCCUT. This issue may be related to a 
lack of guidance on the method for transitioning a building into a D&D status. 
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Assessment Report 

Recommendation: Authorize work to proceed following confirmation of prestart finding e' 
correction. 

Signed: 

Steve Tower (lead) Brandon Williams0 

a 
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'RFMFiio.lB 
M 1 1 0 7 R . v . O  ASSESSMENT OBSERVATION FORM 

Assessor: Duane Parsons, AMPA,SHFAD 

Criteria 
/Namt~Draank~?tion of indlvMuSl oerfomha assessment activltkd 

SiteRadiologicalprocedures (ROIO3.01, ROI03.02, REP-1003, REP- 1002),HSP 18.10, Site- Program Plan, 
MARSSIM, NURElGKR-5849 

(Brkfly deoctibe the crfterk or turpedstlons belng evaluated. When appMcabk Include reference to 
crfterla source documents &e., DO€ Order, Sire Pmcedum, ete) 

bpproach: 
Review of RWP4 ALARA Review, Clomut Radiological Survey Plan, Stripout WCP, PC~SOMC~ Inteniews. Building 
Walkdown 

(Brief& dercrlbe the assessment appmach taken to evrluata thl8 functlonai area) 

qecords Reviewed: (List Format) 

RWPs, AlARA Review, QosGout Radiological Survey plan. Stripout IWCP 

ntenr-ews Conducted: (Usr ~mt) 

B 123 Radiological Engineer (informal) 
Bl23 Rad Ops Foreman (informal) 
B 123 hoject Management (iomat) 

Activities Observed: (List Format) 

NOIS 

Conclusions 
Findims : 

(An Indlvkiual hem that docs not meet nqulrement. or perfomnce expectatlons) 

WeaknessedStrengths: 

See attached pages. 

(See Definitions) 

Assessor Signature Date 





. .  
b 

Building 123 DOE RFFO ERE Radiological Protection Observations 

General Observations and Conclusions: 

Based on a review of the B 123 Decommissioning Equipment Stripout documentation, the 
K-H Environmental Readiness Evaluation (ERE) was less than adequate and the RMRS 
Project Team is not ready to proceed with the stripout phase. For example, the Close-Out 
Radiological Survey Plan for B 123 was not approved or reviewed by the K-H ERE Team, 
nor had the Team detennhed whether the Close-Out Survey was a part of the stripout 
phase (which it should be). This problem indicates that the scope of work has not been 
adequately identified. Additionally, numerous technical mrs exist in the RWPs, 
ALARA Review, Close-Out Radiological Survey Plan, and IWCP. The type of technical 
errors identified in the DOE RFFO review should have been self-identified by the RMRS 
Project Team and K-H ERE Team. Listed below are findings concerning the RWPs, 
ALARA Review, Close-out Radiological Survey Plan, and IWCP. This list is not a l l  
inclusive and further reviews should be performed by the K-H ERE Team and the RMRS 
Project Team. 

Based on discussions with RMRS and DWRS Project Management, it evident that 
numerous, recent changes in project scope and work documents have taken place. Since 
many of the changes are so new, it is unlikely that the IC-H ERE Team has evaluated these 
changes. For example, all of the asbestos work will be done by a subcontractor using a 
stand-alone asbestos IWCP. However, the IWCP (F”BO410-03-2, Rev 0) given to DOE 
RFFO for review (and presumably the IWCP given to the K-H ERE Team) contained 
sections for asbestos removal, in addition to all other equipment stripout work tasks. The 
B 123 Project Radiological Engineer was not aware that this change had taken place, nor 
has he reviewed the new asbestos IWCP for adequacy. Prior to the start of the B123 
Strip-Out Phase the K-H ERE Team and the RMRS Project Team should go back and re- 
review the project scope and work documents. 

General RWP - Pre-Start Findings: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

Since most of the RWPs have a Werent title but contain the same requirements, these 
RWPs should be combined. Due to the specific scope of work and in order to 
minimize worker confusion, the number of RWs should be as limited as possible for 
the stripout phase, no more than two or three RWPs should be sufficient to cover a l l  
tasks. 
The survey frequency of the RWPs was stated as “As per Rad Ops Supervision.” The 
use of this statement should be minimized and does not meet the intent of HSP and 
ROI requirements, 
The requirements for a Post-Job ALARA Review are different between HSP 6.07, 
Section 7.1 1 and REP 1002, Section 5.4. The RWP should reference REP 1002, 
Section 5.4. since the quirements are more encompassing. A DMR should be 
generated to make these procedures consistent. 
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4. 

a 

5. 
6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

The IWCP for the Stripout Phase (FBO410-03-2) quires radiation surveys per ROI 
01-01, however, the RWPs only require contamination surveys, not radiation surveys. 
R W s  were missing Job Supervisor employee ## and signature. 
R W s  reference AHA for additional PPE requirements. Due to this reference, the 
AHA would have to be available and read before each entry. In order to ensure RWP 
compliance the RWPs should be stand alone. 
There is a suspension limit of 5 mrem/hr, however, radiation surveys are not required 
to verrfy the suspension limit is reached. 
The RWPs an= not clear on the Rad Ops Coverage. Note [5] is not clear when a full 
time RCTis required orwhen an On Call RCTis required. 
Of the RWPs provided for review, there was no discussion or controls €or size 
reduction of equipment 

Specific RWP - PreStart Findings: 

RWP 97-123-0003 
1. RCAs allowed on the RWP are RMAs and CAS only, however, the suspension limits 

are lS0,OOO dpd100cm2 betdgamma removable and 50 DAC (150,000 dpm/10Ocm2 
beta/gamma removable exceeds CA limits and 50 DAC would be an ARA). 

2. The RWP references ALARA Review 97-123-003, however, the ALARA Review is 
only applicable to areas posted HCA, this RWP does not cover work in HCAs. 

RWP 97-123-0007 
1. KCAs allowed on the RWP are HCAs only, however, the suspension limits are 2000 

dpm/lOOcm2 alpha and 150,000 dpm/l&m2 beta/gamma removable (2000 
dpd100cm2 alpha removable is the low end of the HCA limit, and 150,000 
dpd100cm2 betdgamma removable is not a CA or HCA limit). 

2. There is a suspension limit of 50 DAC, however, ARA is not listed as an allowed area 
for entry. 

3. No double PPE required as per Site RCM for work in an HCA. 

RWP 97- 123-0005 
1. 

2 

3. 

4. 
5. 

RCAs allowed on the RWP are RMAs and CAS only, however, the suspension limits 
~IE 150,000 dpm/IOOcm2 bedgamma removable and 50 DAC (150,OOO dpm/lOOcm2 
beta/gamma removable exceeds CA limits and 50 DAC would be an ARA). 
The RWP references ALARA Review 97-123-003, however, the ALARA Review is 
only applicable to areas posted HCA, this RWP does not cover work in HCAs. 
Note 161 is a generic requirement for most work and should be incorporated in the 
IWCP and not on the RWP. 
Note [A, define “contamination free” and “elevated.” 
ALARA Job Review # missing in Approval Section. 

RWP 97-123-0001, RWP 97-123-0002, RWP 97-549-6315, and RWP 97-549-6314 

a 1. These RWPs were marked “Information Only” and “Draft,” therefore, these RWPs 
were not reviewed. 

Page 2 of 5 



I ALARA Review, Rev 0 - Pre-Start Findings: 

1. 
2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

Heading - RWP NO. missing. 
Section I - Job description is for work in HCAs, however, R W s  for work in CAS 
reference this ALARA Review. 
Section II - The words “Site Radiological Control Manual” should be added before 
“Table 2-2.” 
Section 11 - Air purifying respirators are not allowed on any of the RWPs. A note 
should be added that work will stop if >SO DAC and RWPs, ALARA Review, etc. will 
be reevaluated. 
Section III - Per the RWRC training matrix, only 5 of 26 workers are qualified on 
glove bags. 
Section III - Normally, pre-evolutionary briefings are not held before unplanned 
emergency conditions manifest. 
Section N - There is a suspension limit of 5 mrem/hr, however, radiation surveys are 
not required on the RWPs to verify the suspension limit is reached. 
Section N - The statement about full-face respiratory protection should also appear 
on the applicable RWP(s). 
Section N - The statement “Full time RCT support is required“ contradicts the On- 
Call requirements of the RWPs. 
Section IV - In the section titled “The use of solvents to soften the mastic,” the word 
minimizing should be used instead of “preventing.” 

11. The ALARA Review is lacking specific information on when, where, and how glove- 

12. The ALARA Review is lacking specific information on when, where, and how size 

13. The ALARA Review should specify how the HCA areas will be established and 

bags and containments will be utilized. 

reduction of contaminated equipment will be perfonned and controlled. 

controlled. 

e 

Close-Out Radiological Survey Plan, Rev 0 - Post-Start Findings: 

1. The Close-Out Radiological Survey Plan (CRSP) for BIZ3 was not approved or 
reviewed by the K-H ERE Team. A member of the K-H ERE Team who is an SME 
on MARSSIM should review the CRSP for adequacy. 

2. The K-H ERE Team should ensure that the Close-Out Survey is part of the stripout 
phase and documented as suck 

3. There is no discussion as to how the source storage wells, process waste sumps or 
potentially contaminated slabs will be handled and/or surveyed. 

4. There is not adequate justification given for the survey unit classifications. Using 
characterization data and process history, technical justifcations should be 
documented for each survey unit classification. A synopsis of the characterization data 
for each survey unit should be documented in the CRSP. 
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5. There is no discussion as to why building systems (e.g., fm protection, steam system, 
plant air, domestic water, sanitary sewer, etc.) and any other non-impacted areas, if 
any, are not included in the CRSP. 

6. No discussion or guidance is given on how to investigate, document and resolve 
elevated areas, hot spots, and anomalies in the survey data. 

7. There is no discussion on what statistical evaluations will be performed on the survey 
data or how this data will be reported. 

8. Section 6.1 Step 3 - Based on a SAC4 MDA of 18 dpm, the SAC4 should not be 
used to count alpha smears since 18 dpm is 9096 of the release limit of 20 dprn and 
does not meet the goal of using instruments which have an MDA of 50% of the release 
limit. 

9. Section 6.1 Step 3 - The instrument (Ludum 31) that will be used in Group 15 is not 
listed in the instrument table. The use of this instrument should also be included in a 
note on the Group 15 survey instruction form. 

10. The purpose of Appendix B is not clear. The title of Appendix B is “MARSIMM 
Statistical Methodology,” based on a review of the appendix, it does not cover what 
the title indicates. Why was only removable alpha and fixed beta calculated when 
other types of surveys will be performed, such as removable beta and fured alpha? 
How do the results of these calculations effect the survey instructions? Why is the 
LBGR based on professional judgment when there is characterization data to support 
this value? What is the technical justification for the “assumed“ distribution of survey 
results being 9 4 3 dpd100crn2, shouldn’t this be determined from the 
characterization data? What does the term (0.05/0.01) mean in terms of the fixed beta 
result? More discussion is needed in this appendix to explain the calculations and how 
they relate to the CRSP. Additionally, as the title indicates, statistical methods of how 
the data will be handled should be discussed. 

11. Appendix C - The signature page should be included in the review/approval page at 
the front of the CRSP. 

12. Appendix C - The Activity Hazard Analysis should be a separate appendix since it is 
not radiological survey instructions as the appendix title indicates. 

13. Appendix C - Groups 1 and 24-28 instructions are missing Note (4). 
14. The survey instructions under Appendix C columns ‘71 Removable alpha/beta survey 

measurements” and “#Direct alphaheta Survey measurements” do not match the 
survey requirements in Section 4.4 Class 1,2 and 3, Survey and Sampling 
Requirements. For example, Appendix C, Group 15, Survey Unit 34 instructions state 
‘Mnim~inimum of 3/plane*’, however, the Section 4.4, Class 2 requirements state “one 
ked alpha and beta total surface activity measurement for each one square meter 
(nine square feet) with a minimum of 5 per wall and/or 10 per floor.” There is no 
discussion as to why the requirements are different than the instructions, or how and if 
the instructions will satisfy the requirements. 

indicate how beta-gamma surveys will be performed since they are different from the 
normal beta only surveys. Additionally, Note 3 should have the word bbgamma” added 
after “beta.” 

15. Appendix C - Group 15, There should be additional instruction for Group 15 to 
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16. Appendix C - Note (1) survey maps were not attached to the CRSP and therefore, not 
available for review. 

IWCP FBO410-03-2, Rev 0 - Pre-Start Findings: 

1. 

2. 
3. 
4. 

5. 

6. 

As noted above, the IWCP requires radiation surveys per ROI 01.01, however, the 
RWPs only require contamination surveys, not radiation surveys. 
There is no signature block for completion of the Close-Out Radiological Survey Plan. 
The appendices were not attached to the IWCP and therefore, were not reviewed. 
The IWCP is lacking specific information on when, where, and how glove-bags and 
containments will be utilized. 
The IWCP is lacking specific information on when, where, and how size reduction of 
contaminated equipment will be performed and controlled. 
The IWCP is lacking specific instructions on how to handle contaminated concrete 
slabs. Since the building provides an acceptable containment, the slabs should be 
decontaminated or removed during the Strip-Out Phase and not during Environmental 
Restoration phases. 
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ASSESSMENT OBSERVATION a 
Assessment ID Number: 97-047-AI-CERCLA 

ASSESSOR: 

Date: September 26 - November 26, 1997 

Eva Jean Bryson, Technical Assessment Division 

Criteria - 
Decommissioning project and facility activities are focused on major planning and analysis activities 
for the purpose of establishing an overall safety basis. Individual project tasks are then planned, 
executed, and monitored. The project and facility activities include project planning, facility hazard 
characterization and baseline assessment, engineering analysis and technology selection, identification 
of applicable safety and health requirements, project hazard analysis, and establishment of project 
safety documentation. 

Approach 

In order to determine the adequacy of Building 123 Decommissioning, Decontamination, and 
Demolition, document and record reviews and an overall assessment of the Kaiser-Hill and its 
subcontractors were conducted to confirm if Kaiser-Hill and the subcontractors could successfully 
disposition the facility without any adverse impact to the safety envelope, the safety and health of  the 
workers and the public, or the environment. This assessment covers Phase I Equipment Removal. 

Records Reviewed: 

4 

@ 4 

4 

4 
4 

4 

4 
4 
4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 
4 

Closure Projects Engineering and Integration Oversight of Building 123 Equipment Stripout 97- 
0148-M, dated November 18, 1997 
Proposed Action Memorandum for the Decommissioning of Building 123, Revision 4, Document 
Control Number W/RMRS/97-012, dated August 21, 1997. 
Building 123 Decommissioning Project Health and Safety Plan, Document Number RFRMRS- 
97-022#48, Revision 9, dated June 1997 
Safety and Health Plan for Building 123 Strip-out Project, dated October 1997 (DWRC) 
Soil Sampling and Analysis Plan to Characterize Individual Hazardous Substance Sites (IHSS) 
121 and 148 at Building 123, Document Number RFRhfRS-97-023, dated August 1997 
Reconnaissance Level Characterization Report for Building 123, Document Number RF/RMRS- 
97-021, dated August 1997 
Lead Characterization Report, Building 123, Revision 0, dated May 1, 1997 (SEC for RMRS) 
Waste Management Plan Building 123, Document Number RF/RMRS-97-029, dated June 1997 
Asbestos Characterization Report, Addendum to Building 123 Inspection, Revision 1, dated June 
6, 1997 (SEC for RMRS) 
Construction Package Building 123 Asbestos Abatement, Revision 1, Authorization No. FBO4 10, 
dated August 26, 1997 
Safety and Health Program, Revision 0, Document Number RFMRS-96-0065, dated January 
1997 
RFETS Emergency Plan, Revision 0, EPLAN-97, Document Number PADC-97-00336. dated 
February 28, 1997 
Activity Hazard Analyses Transmittal No. 97-182-DWRC, Work Order No. KH415278MC, dated 
November 13, 1997 (DWRC for RMRS) 
Building 123 Decommissioning Project Execution Plan, Revision 3 ,  dated August 21, 1997 
RFETS Facility Safety Analysis Building 123 Radiological Heal WAnalytical Laboratories, 
Revision 0, dated April 1997 

Interviews Conducted: 



Activities Observed: 

N/A 

Conclusions 

Finding: 
Section 4.4 Hazard Analysis (AHAsIJSAs) of the Safety and Health Program identifies several specific 
steps to be taken when developing the hazard analysis. Section 1.1 Scope and Applicability of the 
Building 123 Decommissioning Health and Safety Plan states “The AHA will identify the principal 
steps involved and the sequence of work activities, the potential safety and health hazards associated 
with each step, the specific controls associated with each potential hazard, the task specific special 
equipment to be used in performing the activity, and monitoring requirements.” Section 1.6 Health 
and Safety Plan Development prescribes that the AHA will include “Actual corrective measures 
planned to control or mitigate identified hazards.” The AHAs do not meet these requirements, 
particularly the requirements to develop controls for the identified hazards. The concurrence of the 
job supervisor and the safety and health representative raises concerns regarding appropriate review. 
A comprehensive review of specific safety and health hazards, the analysis conducted to identify the 
specific hazards, and control measures to mitigate these hazards will need to be performed prior to 
project initiation. 

Observations: 
Section 3.2 Worker Health and Safety of the Proposed Action Memorandum for the 
Decommissioning of Building 123 states that ‘The project will comply with OSHA construction 
standards for Hazardous Waste Operations and Emergency Response, 29 CFR 1926.” As was 
previously identified in the Decommissioning Project Execution Plan Assessment, dated May 27, 
1997, the citation is wrong. The conect citation for Hazardous Waste Operations and Emergency is 
29 CFR 1910.120. The Safety and Health Regulations for Construction, 29 CFR 1926, does not 
address Hazardous Waste Operations and Emergency Response. 

Section 6.13 Scaffolds of the Building 123 Decommissioning Health and Safety Plan states that “Fall 
protection shall be provided to workers during erection and dismantling activities involving 10 feet or 
more ...” Section 6.14 Fall Protection states that “...from a ladder where the worker’s feet are more 
than 6 feet above the floor or ground ...” and “A full body harness is required for elevated work 
above 6 ft.” Is fall protection required above six feet or ten feet? Do personnel wear fall m s t  
systems at six feet or ten feet? The discrepancy needs to be clarified. 

Section 1.5.3 Building 123 of the RFETS Emergency Plan identifies a specific population for each 
shift. It further identifies the most significant hazards as being hydrochloric acid, nitric acid, and 
hydrofluoric acid. Since the RFETS Emergency Plan governs emergency response on the site for 
several response organizations, the number of personnel identified who could be affected in this 
building by an emergency needs to be current with.the actual number of personnel impacted. 
Emergency response units will use this figure to plan accordingly. Further, the three acids identified 
as significant hazards have been removed and replaced with perchloric acid crystals. Response 
organizations should be made aware of the change in the hazard status for the building. 

Assessor SignatureIDate /71 4325-/97 



AMEC ENVIRONMENTAL READINESS EVALUATION 

Assessment ID Number: W-047-AI-CERCLA 

Part A: Readiness to Proceed with Strip out of Building 123 

Assessor William Fitch November 23,1997 

Assimed Area: Rermlatorv ComDIiance 

CERCLA National Contingencv Plan RFCA RCRA CCR 

Criteria; 

The 123 Decommissioning and Demolition Project addresses four buildings: 123, 
123!$113,114. The ERE is planned to be conducted in three steps: Equipment 
strip out, Asbestas Removal, and Demolition. 
This review is specific for the Equipment strip from Building 123. There is w 
equipment to strip out from the other three buildings. The criteria applicable are as 
f0Uows: 

RFCA/CERCLAAVCP/RCW 

WCA 6 70 establishes decommissioning as a non-time critical removal action 
performed under CERCLA. 

0 

c -- ~ RFCA 6 96 establishes three forms of accelerated actions: Proposed Action 
Memorandum, Interim Measure/lnterm Removal Action, and Rocky mats 
Cleanup Agreement Standard Operating Protocol. The 123 Demolition was 
proposed for regulatory approval as a Proposed Action Memorandum. 

RFCA Attachment 9 establishes a requirement that a Rec~nnaissanCe Level 
Characterization be performed and a repdrt be provided. 

RFCA 6 283 reaffirms the maintenance of an Administrative Record fo provide the 
information used to make decisions concerning accelerated actions. 

WCA Attachment 10 establishes a process for Interim Status RCWCHWA Unit 
Closure!. 

RFCA 5118 establishes the review and approval process for Sampling and Analysis 
Plans created for charactendng contamination outside of or beneath buildings. 

RFCA 6 118 also establishes the review and approval process for Proposed Action 
Memoranda. 



RFCA 6 121 establishes the requirement that the draft Proposed Action 
Memorandum be subject to public comment. 

RFCA 020 establishes the submittal of Reconnaissance Level Characterization 
Reports to the Lead Regulatory Agency. 

The subject documents have been obtained and reviewed to establish they are 
adequate and have received the required review and, where applicable, approval. 

The documents are: 

Proposed Action Memorandum 
Draft Reconnaissance Level Characterization Report 
Administ;rative Record 
Partial Closure Plan for Building 123 Components of RCRA Unit 40 
Sampling and Analysis Plan 
Project Execution Plan 

The Flushing of Fume Hoods was not reviewed.. 

Interviews Conducted: 

None 

Activities Observed: 

None 

AU required documents have been reviewed except for the Flushing of Fume Hoods 
and the Administr ative Record. 

Concerns: 

The documents reviewed are in order. 

The Closure Plan for partial Cionue of RCRA Unit 40 is not yet approved and 
requires a 45 day public COnnmRnt period prior to approval. Kaiser Hill has stated 
they plan to proceed at risk without the approved closure plan. 

The Final Radiation Survey Plan has not been made available for review. 



e Flushing of Fume Hoods description has not been available for review. 

Observations: 

Proposed Action Memorandum 

The RFCA process was followed. The draft Proposed Action Memorandum was 
prepared and submitted to CDPHE in late May, 1997. The draft was subject to 
public comment. No comments were received. CDPHE provided comments, which 
were incorporated. CDPHE approval of the Proposed Action Memorandum 
received on August 27,1997. 

Draft Reconnaissance Level Characterization Report 

The KFCA process was followed. "be building was characterized at the 
reconnaissance level. Kaiser Hill provided a Rec~nnaisSanee Level Characterization 
Plan which described the characterization. This was provided to RFFO and 
CDPHE (with a copy to EPA) after the characterization was complete. The 
characterization report which described the activities conducted was furnished to 
CDPHE with a copy to EPA. 

Administrative Record 

The Administrative Record was reviewed by Kaiser Hill and found to be 
satisfactory. A review should have occurred in Mayprior to submittal of the draft 
PAM. The Administrative Record should have been certified as complete by Kaiser 
Hill prior to execution of approval of the Proposed Action Memorandum by 
CDPHE in August 1997. 

Partial Closure Plan for Building 123 Components of RCRA Unit 40 

Kaiser Hill failed to use the RFCA approach available, whereby the current process 
waste lines in and leaving Building 123 could have been closed as part of the 
decommissioning; i.c, by including their closure in the Proposed Action 
Memorandum. In fact, the partial Closure of RCRA Unit 40 was not addressed until 
the issue was raised in CDPHE comments on the Proposed Action Memorandum in 
June 1W. The draft Closure Plan has been developed in consultation with CDPHE 
and RFFO. On November 22, the Closure Plan was submitted for CDPHE 
approval. 

Kaiser Hill has advised RFFO that they intend to remove the above ground portions 
of the piping before the Closure Plan is approved, accepting the risk of doing work 
without an approved Closure Plan in place. RFFO has informally discussed this 



approach with CDPHE and has received CDPHE assurances that this is not an 
unusual approach. 

Sampling and Analysis Plan 

The RFCA process was followed. The Old Process Waste Lines are, by definition, 
not part of RCFU Unit 40, having been replaced by new lines. They are part of the 
former Operable Unit 9, and are the subject of the Sampling and Analysis Plan. 
RFFO submitted the draft Sampling and Analysis Plan in September. After 
consultation with CDPHE, the Sampling and Analysis Plan was submitted for 
formal approval on November 22. 

Project Execution Plan 

Rocky Flats project management procedures were followed. The Project Execution 
Plan was approved by RFFO ImmedlateIy afbr the approval of the Proposed Action 
Memorandum 

William Fitch 

Wllllarn N. Fltch November 23.1997 



ASSESSMENT OBSERVATION FORM 

Assessment ID Number: 97-047-AI-CERCLA Date: 25 Nov 97 

ASSESSOR: J. A. Dion 

Criteria 
Applicable or Relevant and Appropriate Requirements as required by the Comprehensive Environmentai 
Response Compensation and Liability Act, and the Rocky Flats Cleanup Agreement, specifically: 

Colorado Air Quality Control Commission Regulation 8 Control of Hazardous Air Pollutants, 
Part A, Subpart H Radionuclides 
Part A, Beryllium 
Part B: Asbestos 
Part c: Lead 

Colorado Air Quality Control Commission Regulation 15: Ozone Depleting Compounds 
Colorado Air Quality Control Commission Regulation 1: Smoke and Opacity 
Colorado Air Quality Control Commission Regulation 3: Air Pollutant Emission Notices 
RCRA/.TSCA Waste I d e n t i f i c a t i o n l C h a r a t ~ ~ o ~ a ~ ~ ~ S t o r a g ~ ~ s ~  

Amroach 
Document reviews and personnel interviews 

Records Reviewed2 
Closure Projects Engineering and Integralion Oversight of B123 Equipment Stripout 974148-KH 
Proposed Action Memorandum for the Decommissioning of Building 123 
Memorandum From C. A. Patnoe, K-H to D. E. Steffen, RMRS, Dated August 6,1997 
RecoMaissance Level C- ation Report, August 1997 
Waste Management Plan Building 123, June 1997 
Waste Management Plan Matrix, November 10,1997 

Interviews Conducted: 
Carol Patnoe K-H Compliance andPerformance Assessment Air Quality Management 
Rob Garren, Radian Corporation 
Mike Putney, Radian Corporation 
Tom Kalivas, Radian Corporation 
Greg Sollner, K-H Compliance and Performance Assessment 

Activities Observed: 
None 

SummaryiConclusions: 
No Findings 0 No Strengths 



General: 
All the above listed environmental regulatory requirements have been met for start-up of the Strip-Out 
phase. Identified weaknesses are not significant enough to delay start-up. Additional envirOnmental 
requirements will have to be met during execution of the Strip-Out phase. 

$UbDart H Radionuclides; 
The applicability of Subpart H is based on available historical data and process information provided in the 
RecoMaissance Level charactenza * tion Report ?he contmctor and RFFO review of this Report indicate 
there are no radionuclide monitoring or regulatory approval reguirements for the SMpOut phase of the 
Building 123 decommissioning projed 
Weakness: If a new source of contamination is d i s c o v a  during Stripout, the radionuclide requirements 
will need to be reevaluated 'Thexe is no formal mechaniSm for notifying K-"Radian of such a discoveay. 
However, K-H/Radian is preparing a memorandum to Rh4RS requesting immediate notification if a new 
source of contamination is discovered. This is not a substitute for a formal pr0csdUra.l mechanism, but 
should increase the likelihood of notification. 

Part A: Bervllium (Be) 
Building 123 survey data indicate very low levels of Be contamination. At these surveyed low levels 
Building 123 Be air emissions are below regulatory concern. 

K-H/Radian has determined from survey data that Be contamhation in Building 123 is below regulatory 
concern for air emissions. 

B: e 
The asbestos plan is still draft and not available for RFFO review. It will be submitted prior to any 
asbestos removal during the Strip-Out phase. The plan will be reviewed for adequacy by K-HlRadian 
prior to submittal to CDPHE. Submittal of the plan is not a requirement, only notification is a 
requirement. K-WRadian will handle both notification and plan submittal. Because no asbestos removal 
will take place during the beginning of the Stripout phase, compliance with asbestos regulations is not a 
requirement for starting Stripout. 

art  C: 
removal methods used during the Stripout phase thm is no potential for the lead standard 

to be exceeded. The sour~e of lead is paint on walls and trim. !hipOut does not involve the removal of 
walls and trim. 

Rermlation 15 
Ozone Depleting Compounds (OX) have been removed from the Building 123 stationary appliances and 
portable appliances have been removed from the Building according to verbal communication between K- 
H/Radian and DynCorp @CI). 
Weakness: K-H/Radian have not been provided forms indicating O W  removal. However, DCI is 
expected to provide these fonns to K-H/Radiau in early December. 

Building 123 project management has been informed that they will need to notify K-H/Radian when 
portable gas or diesel generators are used for the Building 123 Strip Out Portable gas or diesel generators 



Building 123 project management have been informed that they will need to notify K-WRadian when 
portable gas or diesel generators are used for the Building 123 Strip Out. Records of fuel use will have to 
maintained by the operators to ensure compliance with APEN requirements. There are no start-up 
requirements. Compliance with this regulation is dependent upon notification and record keeping by 
Building 123 project management 

RCRA/.-har-ac -i& 
Building 123 project management determined that Stripout waste includes RCRA and TSCA identified 
waste. Provisions for packaging and on-Site storage are in place. Approved programs for off-Site disposal 
are also in place. If a waste stream not identified in the Waste Management Plan Matrix is generated then 
project management is required to notify K-H. 

. .  
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ASSESSMENT OBSERVATlON FORM 

@ ~ssessment ID Number: 97-047-N-CERCLA Date:* 11/26/97 lime:, 

Steve Tower (lead assessor) 
(Namaanlzatlon of hdivMusl wrib mino aarnsrment scthWea) 

Criteria RFETS l-F7&ER-ARP.001 
40 CFR 300.800 
Rocky Flats Cleanup Agreement (RFCA) 

(Brklly defctibe the criterlr or expedallono being evrlurted. When appllcrble include reference to 
criteria source documents, La, DOE Order, Sife Prucedum, etc) 

Conducted a records review and informal interview to determiw tha adequacy of the Administrative Record for Building 12.3 
Demolition. 

Approach: 

(Brlef.. deacrib. the a8eerunent p p p W  b b n  to evaluate *la functhal area) 
Records Reviewed: (List Format) 

Building 123 Administra tive Rtcords Document Summary 

Intendews Conducted: (LM format) 

An informal interview was conducted with the Administrative Recod clerk in building 11 6. 

4ctivitles Observed: (ust F m t )  
NOne 

anclusions 
Findings: 

None 

Obscrvation: The A-ve reocord (AR) was adequate for the removal action under CERCLA and RFCA but the list of 
documents did not address public participation specifically but should if a document was publicly released for comments even 
though tberc weren't any comments received. 
Obserrvaton: If a Site Technical Administrative Record Review (STARR) meeting was held, some record of it would be a doc' 
umeDt worth considaing adding to the AR. 



ATTACHMENT TO ASSESSMENT 97-047-AI-CERCLA (B123 ERE) 

1 .  Record Review: 
Kaiser Hill (KH) identified the constraint of performing primarily a document review as the 
means for determining Rocky Mountain Remediation Services (RMRS) readiness to proceed 
with equipment stripout in their correspondence to RFFO, letter 97-RF-06120 dated November 
18, 1997. KH clearly stated that additional activities associated with attendance at production 
meetings, and pre-evolutionary briefings will be performed in the field as work begins. It is 
clear in discussion with KH ERE team members that a baseline level of confidence in the 
readiness of RMRS to begin activities was established during the KH ERE process. The 
documentation provided with letter 97-RF-06 120 supports the KH conclusion that RMRS is 
ready to begin activities. It is my judgment that, for my area of responsibility, that KH has 
adequately determined the readiness of RMRS. 

i- 

My review of the IWCP package, FB0410-03-4 ; B 123 Stripout, was conducted twice. These 
reviews appear to have been conducted in parallel with the KH ERE. The initial review 
addressed procedural problems associated with IWCP work package development procedure, 
the referencing of procedures that are past document control periodic review requirements, the 
difference between requirements documented in FBO4 10-03-4 and additional requirements that 
existed in the statement of work, and little or no detail about radiological controls. A formal 
response was developed for my comments and while it answered most of my comments, I was 
prompted to perform an additional review, and deferred radiological control issues to Mr. D. 
Parsons. The second review of FBO410-03-4 attempted to identify requirements that existed in 
the statement of work that might be appropriate for inclusion into the body of the work package. 
The comments were discussed at a meeting with KH and RMRS personnel. A review of 
revision 1 to F80410-03-4 identified that some comments were resolved by revising the work 
package. 

My review of the B 123 Stripout Plan, an appendix to FEW10-03-4, identified that this appendix 
addressed the perchloric flushing of hoods and duct work. The most significant comment from 
this review was associated with the potential emission of water from a vent duct to atmosphere 
from a system that was considered to be potentially radiologically contaminated. The procedure 
did not recognize the radiological implications should this occur. This procedure defers 
radiological controls to the RWP, and there was no RWP to review. As noted earlier 
radiological control issues were deferred to Mr. Parsons. A meeting with KH, DWRC and 
Resource Technology Group (RTG) was held to address my comments. 

The procedure review process indicates that KH adequately reviewed the procedures to be used 
for B 123 equipment stripout. Work package development is SATISFACTORY. Weaknesses 
are noted below. 

Weaknesses : 
There is no evidence that RMRS or KH recognized that a number of procedures used in the 
development of the work package, and the decontamination procedure included as an 
appendix, for equipment removal were past their periodic review dates. Periodic reviews of 
procedures, such as Health and Safety Practices (HS&P), are a requirement of a Level 1 site 
procedure. Periodic reviews ensure the technical accuracy of the procedure and provide a 
method to incorporate changes in technology or procedural improvements. The condition of 
the periodic review of procedures has been documented in other assessments. For this reason 
no actions are required associated with periodic reviews for B 123 stripout. 

LPM 11/26/97 
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ASSESSMENT OBSERVATION FORM 

rime:, lloo Date:* 26 November 97 ~ :sessment ID Number: 97-047-AI-CERCLA 

4ssessor: Larry M a g W W A ;  Facility Representative 
(NamdOrqanization of individual performinq assessment activities) 

Determine i f  the Kaiser Hill ERE adequately confirmed the readiness of RMRS, and their subcontractor DWRC. to perform 
B 123 stripout phase o f  the D&D project. Area of evaluation will primarily focus on IWCP work package, and additional work 
control practices found in COOP. The fundamental aspects of radiological controls for handling and controlling potentially 
contaminated materials will be evaluated. 

(Briefly describe the criteria or expectations being evaluated. When applicable include reference to 
criteria source documents, Le., DOE Order, Site Procedure, etc,) 

Approach: 
1. Review IWCP package, contractual Statement of Work for B 123 stripout, and applicable IWCP appendices. 
2. Review PAM, PEP, HASP, RWPs, and other applicable documents provided by KH. 
3. Attend RMRS and DWRC meetings. 
4. Interview key personnel on KH ERE team, and on RMRS project team to include DWRC supervision. 

(Briefly describe the assessment approach taken to evaluate this functional area) 
3ecords Reviewed: (List Format) 

1. IWCP work package FB0410-034, B123 Stripout 
2. B 123 Stripout plan: This is an appendix of FB0410-034 that addresses perchloric flushing of hoods and ducts. 
3. Statement of Work from contract between RMRS and DWRC. ais0 an appendix to FB041043-4. 
4. KH Closure Projects Engineering and Integration Oversight of B123 Equipment Stripout 97-0148-KH. 

Interviews Conducted: (List Format) 

1. KH brief to FWFO ERE team on KH ERE findings. 
2. Comment resolution meetings with KH ERE team, RMRS and DWRC. 
3. Interview of DWRC supervision. 

ktivities Observed: (fist Format) 

1. Joint RMRS and DWRC morning meetings for planning of equipment stripout. 
2. DWRC morning meeting with craft personnel. 

zonclusions 
Findings : 

1. No pre-start or post start findings. 
2. Concur that KH has correctly assessed the readiness of RMRS to perform stripout activities from a COOP and procedural 
perspective. 

(An individual item that does not meet requirements or performance expectatlons) 

WeaknessedStrengt hs: 
See the attached document for discussions, strengths and weaknesses. 

(See Definitions) 

/ t  /zcfl  ;L 
I '  Assessor Signature Date 

# 
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ATTACHMENT TO ASSESSMENT 97-047-AI-CERCLA cB123 ERE1 

The reliance on Statements of Work incorporated as an appendix to an W C P  work package 
introduces the possibility that some requirements may be missed. While the end user of the 
work package may be familiar with the requirements within the statement of work, it has been 
my experience that in the course of performing work some of these requirements may be 
missed. It is not clear how changes made to an appendix, such as the statement of work, in a 
IWCP work package are integrated with the IWCP change requirements. It appears that 
changes to requirements could be made to the statement of work independently of the 
organizations that originally concurred to the work package. 
It appears that other organizations on site will be expected to provide services, such as 
draining water from systems, without their concurrence on the cover of the work package. 
Assuming that organizations are prepared to perform what may appear to be simple 
evolution’s, can easily develop into delays in schedule. 
Poor coordination and communication during facility transition to a D&D facility resulted in 
freeze protection rounds not being performed as required during cold weather. While this 
may not be directly related to the KH ERE, it occurred during the KH ERE and there is no 
evidence that RMRS or KH was aware that this condition was allowed to occur. This issue 
may be related to a lack of guidance on the method for transitioning a building into a D&D 
status. 

a 

e 

2. Interviews Conducted: 
While attendance to the KH briefing on their ERE process and conclusions is not a formal 
interview process, information was exchanged verbally. During the presentation the KH ERE 
answered questions about the methods used in their evaluation process. The KH team also 
answered specific questions presented by RFFO team members. KH demonstrated an adequate 
level of evaluating the readiness of RMRS and DWRC. 

Meetings with KH, RMRS, and DWRC to discuss comments made to FBO410-03-4 were 
demonstrated an interest in providing the best conditions for successful performance of B 123 
stripout activities. The personnel from KH, RMRS, and DWRC appeared to have considered 
some of my comments during earlier stages of document preparation, review and approval. For 
those comments that needed additional consideration KH, RMRS, and DWRC personnel 
appeared to understand the issues associated with the comment. 

Interviews with DWRC Construction Supervisors indicated that they have a SATISAFCTORY 
understanding of work controls, procedural compliance, the IWCP process and Lon0 
requirements. The DWRC Construction Supervisors are prepared to perform stripout activities. 

The KH assessment that RMRS is ready to begin B 123 stripout activities is SATISFACTORY 
based on interviews conducted. 

3. Activities Observed: 
My observation of the joint KH, RMRS, and DWRC morning meeting is that all organizations 
are cooperating to achieve the goal of B 123 D&D. This meeting is formally conducted and 
identified priorities for RCT support, activities to be completed for that day, issues to be 
addressed, and some consideration of upcoming activities. If these meetings continue to be this 
informative, with the free exchange of information that I observed, then it is expected that B 123 
stripout activities will be controlled and safely performed. 

LPM 11/26/97 
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My observation of the DWRC morning meeting with DWRC craft personnel is that expectations 
for daily activities to be accomplished are being clearly communicated. Craft personnel appear 
to recognize that there are work controls in place for this project, and are thinking about 
conditions that could impede completion of their daily activities. 

i 
At the DWRC morning meeting with craft personnel there was some evidence of a lack of 
communication between RMRS and DCI regarding connection of electrical power to the 
construction trailer. I was aware of this communication problem from attending the DCI 
Utilities POD meeting the day before. As the Facility Representative for site utilities I 
attempted to gather appropriate information from DCI and RMRS so that they could work 
together to get this power connection issue resolved quickly. I consider this event a good 
example of assuming that services can be readily and easily obtained without prior notification. 
This is similar to what could occur when DCI is contacted to sign the work package stating that 
water systems are isolated and drained. 

The KH assessment that RMRS is ready to begin B 123 stripout activities is SATISFACTORY 
based on activities observed. The joint morning meeting of organizations is considered a 
STRENGTH. - .  

1 1 /26/97 
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ASSESSMENT OBSERVATION FORM 

4ssessor: Brandon I Williamson USDOEYRFETS/AMEC/AI 
lNameAlraanlzatbn of indlvfdual werformlna assessment activttlesJ 

Criteria Criteria for this assessment were the conditions set forth in the project documentation such as the DWRC and RMRS Health 
and Safety P ~ s  (rev. 0 10B7 and EV. 0 6.97 RS@~VCIY), Waste M m a a t  Plan Building 123. RF/RMRS-97-029, and 
the Proposed Action Memorandum for the Decommisioning of Building 123,8/21t97. 

(Bfiefly descrihe the crlteria or expectations being evaluated. When appllcable Include reference to 
crlterlrr source documents, 1.e.. DOE Order, Site Procedure, etc) 

hpproach: 
Training records were compared with the cxiteria documeots to determine whether tbe required h;liniag was cmpleted. 

(Briefly describe the assessment approach taken to evaluate this functlonal area) 
Records Reviewed: (iist Fotmat) 

Trataing records were revieved for several persons who will be working on the project The mrds consisted of a matrix as to 
what each skill requirrs as well as a persod file containing each pehsons Micates recieved from the Training Department 
Pasonal Nes were c o m p d  against the list and the list wascompared with the criteria documents. 

Interviews Conducted: (Ust Format) 
Ernie Benstcn, RMRS Waste Management Environmeatal Coordinator was interviewed in T891C at 09oOhrs on 11/25197. 
Ron Heitland, Project Manager was interviewed in T891 C at 0930hrs on 11/25/97. 
DeanLobdeU, Rh4RS Waste Disposal 1630 hrs. on 11/25#7 
Tom Bourgeois, DWRC 1020hrs. 11/26197 Marlyce Castilleja, DWRC T130A#106 for training records1500hrs. 11/25/97 

activities Observed: (List Format) 

- 

zonclusions 
Findings: 

See attached. 

(An lndlvldual Item that does not meet requlrements or performance expectatlon8) 

WeaknessedStrengths: 

(See Deflnltlons) 

Assessor Slgnatum Date 



Attachment 

Assessment Number: 97-047-M-CERCLA 
Assessor: Brandon I Williamson USDOE&FEl”S/AMEUAI 

conJusions 

I reccomend that the following issue be addressed prior to allowing the start-up of the stripout phase. 
Training records were found demonstracting completion of the required trining as outlined in both the 
Statement of Work section 01114 as well as tbe Safeq and Healtb Plan for Building 123 Strip-Out 
Projed, 10197, by DWRC. However no documentatim was found supporting completion of some of the 
training requirements as listed in Building 123 Decomrmsl * ’oning Project Healtb and Safety Plan, RMRS, 
Rev. 0, June 1997. Interviews with Mr Bourgeois of DWRC showed that he did not believe that the 
training requirements in the RMRS Health and Safety Plan supecceded the others mentioned 

Findill@: 



ASSESSMENT OBSERVATION FORM 

~- ~ 

Assessor: Brandon I Williamson USDOEIRFETSIAMECYAI 

Criteria Crituia for this assessment wen the conditions 'set forth in the project documentation such as the Waste Managemeot PIan 
/Na~m?~Vraanlzatton of IndMdual ~erformlna assessment acth4fles) 

Building 123, RF/RMRS-97529, and the Proposed Action Memorandum for the Demmmisioning of Building 123,8/21/97. 
More geoedly, anthing that could impact the ability of the project to certdy its waste for disposal was considered a criteria 

(Briefly describe the criteria or expecfations being evaluated. When applicable Include reference to 
crfterla source documents, I.&. DOE Order. Site Procedure, etc.1 

Approach: 
Redness of the Waste Management far the stripout of Building 123 was assessed by means of interviews. document reviews 
and building walkthroughs. Training Iocords were a)so investigated for the technicians performing ?he work. 

(Briefly describe the assessment approach taken to evaluate this functional area) 
Records Reviewed: (ust Format) 

Records reviewed included: the Waste Managemcat Plan Building J23, RF/RMRS-97-029, the Proposad Action Memorandum 
for the Deammhioning of Building 123,8I21I97. D&D WSRIC books, Property R e l k  evaluations for various wn-mi 
waste streams, the Strip Out Package, The Lead and Asbestos C- * . o reports, Environmental Checklist and a brief 
look at other project documents. 

interviews Conducted: (ust Format) 

Ernie BenstEn, RMRS Waste Management Environmental Coordinator was interviewed in T891C at 09oOhrs on 1 1/25/97. 
Ron HeitIand, Project Manager was interviewed in T891C at093ofirs on 11125197. 
Norm Cypher, Building 374 coafied that it was okay to send the perchloric aciS rinsate to 374,1416hrs. 11/25197 
Tom Bourgeois. DWRC DeanLobdell, RMRS Waste Disposal 1630 hrs. on 11125/97 

Activities Observed: (ust Format) 

Building was toured on 91'30197. 

Conclusions: 

Based on document reviews, inkviews and building walkthroughs, I conclude thaf the contractors are prep& to manage the 
anticipated wastes resulting from the stripout of Building 123. This assessment showed that tbe charaaenzatto a *nofthcwaste 
stream they expect to cacounta are nady in the form of WSRIC books and Rad Enginemkg approved Propertr Relcasc 
Evaluations. Disposal si- arc clearly idenWid for al l  waste tJrpes anticipatad. The training of the wastb generators was 
v ~ r i f i d  a d  nmnoc.mentR fnr waste. in-nn: W P ~ .  made 

(An IndMdual item that doer not meet requirements or performance expectatlono) 

Weaknessedstrengths: 

-. -y- 

Assessor Signature 
r 

Date 

\\\ 1-. 





ASSESSMENT OBSERVATION 

@ 
Assessment ID Number: 97-047-AI-CERCLA 

ASSESSOR: 

Date: September 26 - November 26,1997 

Eva Jean Btyson, Technical Assessment Division 

Criteria 

Decommissioning project and facility activities are focused on major planning and analysis activities 
for the purpose of establishing an overall safety basis. Individual project tasks are then planned, 
executed, and monitored. The project and facility activities include project planning, facility hazard 
characterization and baseline assessment, engineering analysis and technology selection, identification 
of applicable safety and health requirements, project hazard analysis, and establishment of project 
safety documentation. 

Approach 

In order to determine the adequacy of Building 123 Decommissioning, Decontamination, and 
Demolition, document and record reviews and an overall assessment of the Kaiser-Hill and its 
subcontractors were conducted to c o n f m  if Kaiser-Hi11 and the subcontractors could successfully 
disposition the facility without any adverse impact to the safety envelope, the safety and health of the 
workers and the public, or the environment. This assessment covers Phase I Equipment Removal. 

Records Reviewed: 

+ 

e +  
+ 
+ 
+ 
+ 

+ 
+ 
+ 
+ 
+ 
+ 

Closure Projects Engineering and Integration Oversight of Building 123 Equipment Stripout 97- 
0148-KH, dated November 18, 1997 
Proposed Action Memorandum for the Decommissioning of Building 123, Revision 4, Document 
Control Number RF/RMRS/97-012, dated August 21, 1997. 
Building 123 Decommissioning Project Health and Safety Plan, Document Number RF/RMRS- 
97-022#48, Revision 9, dated June 1997 
Safety and Health Plan for Building 123 Strip-out Project, dated October 1997 (DWRC) 
Soil Sampling and Analysis Plan to Characterize Individual Hazardous Substance Sites (IHSS) 
121 and 148 at Building 123, Document Number RFMRS-97-023,  dated August 1997 
Reconnaissance Level Characterization Report for Building 123, Document Number R F M S -  
97-021, dated August 1997 
Lead Characterization Report, Building 123, Revision 0, dated May 1, 1997 (SEC for RMRS) 
Waste Management Plan Building 123, Document Number RFVRMRS-97-029, dated June 1997 
Asbestos Characterization Report, Addendum to Building 123 Inspection, Revision 1 ,  dated June 
6, 1997 (SEC for RMRS) 
Construction Package Building 123 Asbestos Abatement, Revision 1 ,  Authorization No. FB0410, 
dated August 26, 1997 
Safety and Health Program, Revision 0, Document Number RF/RMRS-96-0065, dated January 
1997 
RFETS Emergency Plan, Revision 0, EPLAN-97, Document Number PADC-97-00336, dated 
February 28, 1997 
Activity Hazard Analyses Transmittal No. 97- 182-DWRC, Work Order No. KH415278MC, dated 
November 13, 1997 (DWRC for RMRS) 
Building 123 Decommissioning Project Execution Plan, Revision 3, dated August 21, 1997 
RFETS Facility Safety Analysis Building 123 Radiological HealtMAnalytical Laboratories, 
Revision 0, dated April 1997 

Interviews Conducted: 



Activities Observed: 

N/A 

Conclusions 

Finding: 
Section 4.4 Hazard Analysis (AHAsNSAs) of the Safety and Health Program identifies several specific 
steps to be taken when developing the hazard analysis. Section 1.1 Scope and Applicability of the 
Building 123 Decommissioning Health and Safety Plan states ‘The AHA will identify the principal 
steps involved and the sequence of work activities, the potential safety and health hazards associated 
with each step, the specific controls associated with each potential hazard, the task specific special 
equipment to be used in performing the activity, and monitoring requirements.” Section 1.6 Health 
and Safety Plan Development prescribes that the AHA will include “Actual corrective measures 
planned to control or mitigate identified hazards.” The AHAs do not meet these requirements, 
particularly the requirements to develop controls for the identified hazards. The concurrence of the 
job supervisor and the safety and health representative raises concerns regarding appropriate review. 
A comprehensive review of specific safety and health hazards, the analysis conducted to identify the 
specific hazards, and control measures to mitigate these hazards will need to be performed prior to 
project initiation. 

Observations: 
Section 3.2 Worker Health and Safety of the Proposed Action Memorandum for the 
Decommissioning of Building 123 states that ‘The project will comply with OSHA construction 
standards for Hazardous Waste Operations and Emergency Response, 29 CFR 1926.” As was 
previously identified in the Decommissioning Project Execution Plan Assessment, dated May 27, 
1997, the citation is wrong. The correct citation for Hazardous Waste Operations and Emergency is 
29 CFR 1910.120. The Safety and Health Regulations for Construction, 29 CFX 1926, does not 
address Hazardous Waste Operations and Emergency Response. 

Section 6.13 Scaffolds of the Building 123 Decommissioning Health and Safety Plan states that “Fall 
protection shall be provided to workers during erection and dismantling activities involving 10 feet or 
more ...” Section 6.14 Fall Protection states that “...from a ladder where the worker’s feet are more 
than 6 feet above the floor or ground ...” and “A full body harness is required for elevated work 
above 6 ft.” Is fall protection required above six feet or ten feet? Do personnel wear fall arrest 
systems at six feet or ten feet? The discrepancy needs to be clarified. 

Section 1.5.3 Building 123 of the RFETS Emergency Plan identifies a specific population for each 
shift. It further identifies the most significant hazards as being hydrochloric acid, nitric acid, and 
hydrofluoric acid. Since the RFETS Emergency Plan governs emergency response on the site for 
several response organizations, the number of personnel identified who could be affected in this 
building by an emergency needs to be current with.the actual number of personnel impacted. 
Emergency response units will use this figure to plan accordingly. Further, the three acids identified 
as significant hazards have been removed and replaced with perchloric acid crystals. Response 
organizations should be made aware of the change in the hazard status for the building. 

Assessor Signaturemate 1 7  k325/97 



AMEC ENVIRONMENTAL READINESS EVALUATION 

Assessment ID Number: 97-047-AI-CERCLA 

Part A: Readiness to Proceed with Strip out of Building 123 

Assessor William Fitch November 23,1997 

Assiened Area: R e d a t o n  Comdiance 

CERCLA National Contineencv Plan RFCA RCRA CCR 

Criteria; 

The 123 Decommissioning and Demolition Project addresses four buildings: 123, 
123S, 113,114. The ERE is planned to be conducted in three steps: Equipment 
strip out, Asbestos Removal, and Demolition. 
This review is specific for the Equipment strip from Building 123. There is no 
equipment to strip out from the other three buildings. The criteria applicable are as 
follows: 

RF'CAICERCLA/NCP/RCRA 

RFCA 5 70 establishes decommissioning as a non-time critical removal action 
performed under CERCLA. 

. -- . RF'CA 6 96 establishes three forms of accelerated actions: Proposed Action 
Memorandum, Interim MeasurelInterim Removal Action, and Rocky Flats 
CIeanup Agreement Standard Operating Protocd. The 123 Demolition was 
proposed for regulatory approval as a Proposed Action Memorandum. 

RFCA Attachment 9 establishes a requirement that a Reconnaissance Level 
Characterization be performed and a repdrt be provided. 

RFCA 6 283 reaffirms the maintenance of an Administr ative Record to provide the 
information used to make decisions concerning accelerated actions. 

RF'CA Attachment 10 establishes a process for Interim Status RCWCHWA Unit 
Clofllre. 

RF'CA 5118 establishes the review and approval process for Sampling and Analysis 
Plans created for characterizing contamination outside of or beneath buildings. 

RF'CA 5 118 also establishes the review and approval process for Proposed Action 
Memoranda. 



RFCA 4 121 establishes the requirement that the draft Proposed Action 
Memorandum be subject to public comment. 

RFCA $120 establishes the submittal of R e c o n n a i ~ ~ a ~ ~ ~  Level Characterization 
Reports to the Lead Regulatory Agency. 

The subject documents have been obtained and reviewed to establish they are 
adequate and have received the required review and, where applicable, approval. 

The documents are: 

Proposed Action Memorandum 
Draft Reconnaissance Level Characterization Report 
Administr ative Record 
Partial Closure Plan for Building 123 Components of RCRA Unit 40 
Sampling and Analysis Plan 
Project Execution Plan 

The Flushing of Fume Hoods was not reviewd. 

Interviews Conducted: 

None 

Activities Observed: 

None 

All required documents have been reviewed except for the Flushing of Fume Hoods 
and the Administrative Record. 

Concerns: 

The documents reviewed are in order. 

The Closure Plan for partial Closure of RCRA Unit 40 is not yet approved and 
requires a 45 day public comment period prior to approval. Raiser Hill has stated 
they plan to proceed at risk without the approved closure plan. 

The Final Radiation Survey Plan has not been made available for review. 



Flushing of b e  Hoods description has not been available for review. 

Observations: 

Proposed Action Memorandum 

The RFCA process was followed. The draft Proposed Action Memorandum was 
prepared and submitted to CDPHE in late May, 1997. The draft was subject to 
public comment. No comments were received. CDPHE provided comments, which 
were incorporated. CDPHE approval of the Proposed Action Memorandum 
received on August 27,1997. 

Draft Reconnaissance Level Characterization Report 

The WCA process wiw followed. The building was characterized at the 
reconnaisSance level. Kaiser Hill provided a Rec~nnaissance Level Characterization 
Plan which described the characterization. This was provided to RFFO and 
CDPHE (with a copy to EPA) after the characterization w8s complete. The 
characterization report which described the activities conducted was furnished to 
CDPHE with a copy to EPA. 

Administrative Record 

The Administrative Record was reviewed by Kaiser Hill and found to be 
satisfactory. A review should have occurred in May prior to submittal of the draft 
PAM. The Administrative Record should have been certified as complete by Kaiser 
Hill prior to execution of approval of the Proposed Action Memorandum by 
CDPHE in August 1997. 

Partial Closure Plan for Building 123 Components of RCRA Unit 40 

Kaiser Hill failed to use the RFCA approach available, whereby the current process 
waste lines in and leaving Building 123 could have been closed as part of the 
decommissioning; i.c, by including their closure in the Proposed Action 
Memorandum. In fact, the partial dawn of RCRA Unit 40 was not addressed until 
the issue was raised in CDPHE comments on the Proposed Action Memorandum in 
June 1997. The draft Closure Plan has been developed in consultation with CDPHE 
and RFFO. On November 22, the Closure Plan was submitted for CDPHE 
approval. 

Kaiser Hill has advised RFFO that they intend to remove the above ground portions 
of the piping before the Closure Plan is approved, accepting the risk of doing work 
without an approved Closure Plan in place. RFFO has informally discussed this 
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approach with CDPHE and has received CDPHE assurances that this is not an 
unusual approach. 

Sampling and Analysis Plan 

The RFCA process was followed. The Old Process Waste Lines are, by definition, 
not part of RCRA Unit 40, having been replaced by new lines. They are part of the 
former Operable Unit 9, and are the subject of the Sampling and Analysis Plan. 
-0 submitted the draft Sampling and Analysis Plan in September. After 
consultation with CDPHE, the Sampling and Analysis Plan was submitted for 
formal approval on November 22. 

Project Execution Plan 

Rocky Flats project management procedures were followed, The Project Execution 
plan was approved by RFFO immedtately after the approval of the Proposed Action 
MemorandUm 

William Fitch 

William N. Fitch November 23.1997 



ASSESSMENT OBSERVATION FORM 

Assessment ID Number: 97-047-AI-CERCLA Date: 25 Nov 97 

ASSESSOR: J. A. Dion 

Criteria 
Applicable or Relevant and Appropriate Requirements as required by the Comprehensive Environmental 
Response Compensation and Liability Act, and the Rocky Flats Cleanup Agreement, specifically: 

Colorado Air Quality Control Commission Regulation 8 Control of Hazardous Air Pollutants, 
Part A, Subpart H: Radionuclides 
Part A, Beryllium 
Part B: Asbestos 
Part c: Lead 

Colorado Air Quality Control Commission Regulation 15: Ozone Depleting Compounds 
Colorado Air Quality Control Commission Regulation 1: Smoke and Opacity 
Colorado Air Quality Control Commission Regulation 3: Air Pollutant Emission Notices 
RCRA/.TSCA Waste I d e n t i f i c a t i o n l C h a r a t ~ a t i o ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ S t o r ~ ~ i s ~ s ~  

Amroach 
Document reviews and personnel interviews 

Records Reviewed: 
Closure Projects Engineering and Integration Oversight of B123 Equipment Stripout 974148-KH 
Proposed Action Memorandum for the Decommissioning of Building 123 
Memorandum From C. A. Patnoe, K-H to D. E. Steffen, RMRS, Dated August 6,1997 
Reconnaissance Level Characterization Report, August 1W 
Waste Management Plan Building 123, June 1997 
Waste Management Plan Matrix, November 10,1997 

Interviews Conducted: 
Carol Patnoe K-H Compliance and Performance Assessment Air Quality Management 
Rob Garren, Radian Corporation 
Mike Putney, Radian Corporation 
Tom Kalivas, Radian Corporation 
Greg Sollner, K-H Compliance and Performance Assessment 

Activities Observed: 
None 

SummarvKonclusions: 
No Findings 

@ Nostrengths 



General: 
All the above listed environmental regulatory requirements have been met for start-UQ of the StrigOut 
phase. Identified weaknesses are not significant enough to delay start-up. Additional environmental 
requirements will have to be met during execution of the StripOut phase. 

SubDart H Radionuclides: 
me applicability of Subpart H is based on available historical data and process information provided in the 
Reconoaissance Level Charactaimtion Repon The ContractOT and RFFO review of this Report indicate 
there are no radionuclide monitoring or regulatory approval requirements for the Stripout phase of the 
Building 123 decommissioning project. 
Weakness: If a new source of contamination is discovexed during Strip-Out, the radionuclide requirements 
will need to be reevaluated. There is no formal mechaniSm for notifying K-WRadian of such a discovery. 
However, K - W a n  is prepring a memorandum to RMRS requesting immediate notification if a new 
source of contamination is discovered This is not a substitute for a formal procedural mechanism, but 
should increase the likelihood of notification. 

Part A: Bervllium (Be) 
Building 123 survey data indicate very low levels of Be contaminntion. At these surveyed low levels 
Building 123 Be air emissions are below regulatory concern. 

K-H/Radiat~has determrn ' ed from survey data that Be Contamination in Building 123 is below regulatory 
concern for air emissions. 

€3: &k&& 
The asbestos plan is still draft and not available for RFFO review. It will be submitted prior to any 
asbestos removal during the Strip-Out phase. The plan will be reviewed for adequacy by K-H/Radian 
prior to submittal to CDPHE. Submittal of the plan is not a requirement, only notification is a 
requirement. K-€€/Radian will handle both notification and plan submittal. Because no asbestos removal 
will take place during the beginning of the Stripout phase, compliance with asbestos regulations is not a 
requirement for starting Strip-Out. 

(1: J 'B",, tf% removal methods used during the Stripout phase there is no potential for the lead standard 
to be exceeded. The source of lead is paint on walls and trim. WpOut does not involve the removal of 
walls and trim. 

Remlation 15 
Ozone Depleting Compounds (OX) have been removed from the Building 123 stationary appliances and 
portable appliances have been removed from the Building according to verbal communication between K- 
H/Radian and DynCorp (DCI). 
Weakness: K-WRadian have not been provided forms indicating ODC removal. However, DCI is 
expected to provide these forms to K-WRadian in early December. 

Building 123 project management has been informed that they will need to notify K-WRadian when 
portable gas or diesel generators are used for the Building 123 Strip Out Portable gas or diesel generators 



m n  3: Air Po llutant E mission Notices (MEN) 
Building 123 project management have been informed that they will need to notify K-WRadian when 
portable gas or diesel generators are used for the Building 123 Strip Out. Records of fuel use will have to 
maintained by the operators to ensure compliance with APEN requirements. There are no start-up 
requirements. Compliance with this regulation is dependent upon notification and record keeping by 
Building 123 project management 

PCRAI.TSCA Waste I d e n t l f i c a t i s n l C h a r ~ o ~ a c ~ S ~ r ~ ~ ~ i s ~ ~  'n 
Building 123 project management deteamined that StripOut waste includes RCRA and TSCA identified 
waste. Provisions for packaging and on-Site storage are in place. Approved programs for off-Site disposal 
are also in place. If a waste stream not identified in the Waste Management Plan Matrix is generated then 
project management is required to notify K-H. 

. .  
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ASSESSMENT OBSERVATION FORM 

. 
Activities Observed: (List Format) 

Assessor: Steve Tower (lead assessor) 
/Name/Vraanizatlon of lndlvklusl Dertbnnina ar8esament actMtle8) 

Criteria RFETS l-F7%ER-ARP.001 
40 CFR 300.800 
Rocky Flats Cleanup Agreement (RFCA) 

(Brkfly describe the criteria or expectations being evrlcuted. When applicable include reference to 
criteria source documents, Le., DOE Order, Site procedure, etc.) 

Conducted a rccords review and informal interview to deteaminc the adequacy of the Adminisharive Record for Building 123 
Demolition. 

Approach: 

(Briefly deacrib. the aomaunent apptvach t.bn to evaluate thi8 functhal area) 

Flecords Reviewed: pist Format) 

Building 123 Administrative Records Document Summary 

Interviews Conducted: ( u t  Format) 

An informal inkview was conducted with the Administrative Record clak in building 116. 

None 

Conclusions 
Findings: 

None 

I (An hdhUuai item that does not meet muirenn?ntr or pcrfomrrmccr expectotlma) 

I WeaknessedStrengths: 
Obxrvation: The A-ve reocord (AR) was adequate for the removal action undex CERCIA and RFCA but the list of 
documents did not address public participation specifically but should if a document was publicly released for comments even 
though then weren't any comments received. 
Observation: If a Site Technical Administrative Record Review (STARR) meeting was held, some record of it would be a doc' 
umeat worth considaing adding to the AR. 

I (See Definitbns) 

- r- - 
8 
I Assessor Signature 



ATTACHMENT TO ASSESSMENT 97-047-AI-CERCLA (B123 ERE) 

1. Record Review: 
Kaiser Hill (KH) identified the constraint of performing primarily a document review as the 
means for determining Rocky Mountain Remediation Services (RMRS) readiness to proceed 
with equipment stripout in their correspondence to RFFO, letter 97-RF-06120 dated November 
18, 1997. KH clearly stated that additional activities associated with attendance at production 
meetings, and pre-evolutionary briefings will be performed in the field as work begins. It is 
clear in discussion with KH ERE team members that a baseline level of confidence in the 
readiness of RMRS to begin activities was established during the KH ERE process. The 
documentation provided with letter 97-RF-06120 supports the KH conclusion that RMRS is 
ready to begin activities. It is my judgment that, for my area of responsibility, that KH has 
adequately determined the readiness of RMRS. 

My review of the IWCP package, FB0410-03-4 ; B 123 Stripout, was conducted twice. These 
reviews appear to have been conducted in parallel with the KH ERE. The initial review 
addressed procedural problems associated with IWCP work package development procedure, 
the referencing of procedures that are past document control periodic review requirements, the 
difference between requirements documented in FBO4 10-03-4 and additional requirements that 
existed in the statement of work, and littie or no detail about radiological controls. A formal 
response was developed for my comments and while it answered most of my comments, I was 
prompted to perform an additional review, and deferred radiological control issues to Mr. D. 
Parsons. The second review of FBO410-03-4 attempted to identify requirements that existed in 
the statement of work that might be appropriate for inclusion into the body of the work package. 
The comments were discussed at a meeting with KH and RMRS personnel. A review of 
revision 1 to FB0410-03-4 identified that some comments were resolved by revising the work 
package. 

My review of the B 123 Stripout Plan, an appendix to FB0410-03-4, identified that this appendix 
addressed the perchloric flushing of hoods and duct work. The most significant comment from 
this review was associated with the potential emission of water from a vent duct to atmosphere 
from a system that was considered to be potentially radiologically contaminated. The procedure 
did not recognize the radiological implications should this occur. This procedure defers 
radiological controls to the RWP, and there was no RWP to review. As noted earlier 
radiological control issues were deferred to Mr. Parsons. A meeting with KH, DWRC and 
Resource Technology Group (RTG) was held to address my comments. 

The procedure review process indicates that KH adequately reviewed the procedures to be used 
for B 123 equipment stripout. Work package development is SATISFACTORY. Weaknesses 
are noted below. 

Weaknesses : 
There is no evidence that RMRS or KH recognized that a number of procedures used in the 
development of the work package, and the decontamination procedure included as an 
appendix, for equipment removal were past their periodic review dates. Periodic reviews of 
procedures, such as Health and Safety Practices (HS&P), are a requirement of a Level 1 site 
procedure. Periodic reviews ensure the technical accuracy of the procedure and provide a 
method to incorporate changes in technology or procedural improvements. The condition of 
the periodic review of procedures has been documented in other assessments. For this reason 
no actions are required associated with periodic reviews for B 123 stripout. 

LPM 11/26/97 



ASSESSMENT OBSERVATION FORM 

rime:, lloo 1 :sessment ID Number: 97-047-M-CERCLA 

Assessor: Larry MagWAMPA; Facility Representative 

Date:* 26 November 97 

IName/Orqanization of individual mrformino assessment activities) 
Criteria: Determine if the Kaiser Hill ERE adequately confirmed the readiness of RMRS, and their subcontractor DWRC. to perform 

B123 stripout phase of the D&D project. Area of evaluation will primarily focus on IWCP work package, and additional work 
control practices found in COOP. The fundamental aspects of radiological controls for handling and controlling potentially 
contaminated materials will be evaluated. 

(Briefly describe the criteria or expectations being evaluated. When applicable include reference to 
criteria source documents, i.e., DOE Order, Site Procedure, etc.) 

Approach: 
1. Review IWCP package, contractual Statement of Work for B 123 stripout, and applicable IWCP appendices. 
2. Review PAM, PEP, HASP, RWPs, and other applicable documents provided by KH. 
3. Attend RMRS and DWRC meetings. 
4. Interview key personnel on KH ERE team, and on RMRS project team to include DWRC supervision. 

(Briefly describe the assessment approach taken to evaluate this functional area) 
Records Reviewed: (fist Format) 

1. IWCP work package FB041043-4; B123 Stripout 
2. B123 Stripout plan: This is an appendix of FB0410-03-4 that addresses perchloric flushing of hoods and ducts. 
3. Statement of  Work from contract between RMRS and DWRC. also an appendix to FB0410-03-4. 
4. KH Closure Projects Engineering and Integrauon Oversight of B123 Equipment Stripout 97-0148-KH. 

Interviews Conducted: (~ist Format) 
1. KH brief to RFFO ERE team on KH ERE findings. 
2. Comment resolution meetings with KH ERE team, RMRS and DWRC. 
3. Interview of DWRC supervision. 1 

tctivities Observed: (List Format} 
1. Joint RMRS and DWRC morning meetings for planning of equipment stripout. 
2. DWRC morning meeting with craft personnel. 

2onclusions 
Findings : 

1. NO pre-start or post start findings. 
2. Concur that KH has correctly assessed the readiness of RMRS to perform stripout activities from a COOP and procedural 
perspective. 

(An individual item that does not meet requirements or performance expectations) 

WeaknessesEtrengt hs: 
See the attached document for discussions, strengths and weaknesses. 

(See Definitions) 

B 
/L/ZC/P* 

Assessor Signature Date 





ATTACHMENT TO ASSESSMENT 97-047-AI-CERCLA (B123 ERE) 
0 The reliance on Statements of Work incorporated as an appendix to an IWCP work package 

introduces the possibility that some requirements may be missed. While the end user of the 
work package may be familiar with the requirements within the statement of work, it has been 
my experience that in the course of performing work some of these requirements may be 
missed. It is not clear how changes made to an appendix, such as the statement of work, in a 
IWCP work package are integrated with the IWCP change requirements. It appears that 
changes to requirements could be made to the statement of work independently of the 
organizations that originally concurred to the work package. 
It appears that other organizations on site will be expected to provide services, such as 
draining water from systems, without their concurrence on the cover of the work package. 
Assuming that organizations are prepared to perform what may appear to be simple 
evolution’s, can easily develop into delays in schedule. 
Poor coordination and communication during facility transition to a D&D facility resulted in 
freeze protection rounds not being performed as required during cold weather. While this 
may not be directly related to the KH ERE, it occurred during the KH ERE and there is no 
evidence that RMRS or KH was aware that this condition was allowed to occur. This issue 
may be related to a lack of guidance on the method for transitioning a building into a D&D 
status. 

2. Interviews Conducted: 
While attendance to the KH briefing on their ERE process and conclusions is not a formal 
interview process, information was exchanged verbally. During the presentation the KH ERE 
answered questions about the methods used in their evaluation process. The KH team also 
answered specific questions presented by RFFO team members. KH demonstrated an adequate 
level of evaluating the readiness of RMRS and DWRC. 

Meetings with KH, RMRS, and DWRC to discuss comments made to FB0410-03-4 were 
demonstrated an interest in providing the best conditions for successful performance of B 123 
stripout activities. The personnel from KH, RMRS, and DWRC appeared to have considered 
some of my comments during earlier stages of document preparation, review and approval. For 
those comments that needed additional consideration KH, RMRS, and DWRC personnel 
appeared to understand the issues associated with the comment. 

Interviews with DWRC Construction Supervkors indicated that they have a SATISAFCTORY 
understanding of work controls, procedural compliance, the IWCP process and Lon0 
requirements. The DWRC Construction Supervisors are prepared to perform stripout activities. 

The KH assessment that RMRS is ready to begin B 123 stripout activities is SATISFACTORY 
based on interviews conducted. 

3. Activities Observed: 
My observation of the joint KH, RMRS, and DWRC morning meeting is that all organizations 
are cooperating to achieve the goal of B 123 D&D. This meeting is formally conducted and 
identified priorities for RCT support, activities to be completed for that day, issues to be 
addressed, and some consideration of upcoming activities. If these meetings continue to be this 
informative, with the free exchange of information that I observed, then it is expected that B 123 
stripout activities will be controlled and safely performed. @ 

LPM 11/26/97 



ATTACHMENT TO ASSESSME NT 97-047-AI-CERCLA (BIZ3 ERE) 

M y  observation of the DWRC morning meeting with DWRC craft personnel is that expectations 
for daily activities to be accomplished are being clearly communicated. Craft personnel appear 
to recognize that there are work controls in place for this project, and are thinking about 
conditions that could impede completion of their daily activities. 

At the DWRC morning meeting with craft personnel there was some evidence of a lack of 
communication between RMRS and DCI regarding connection of electrical power to the 
construction trailer. I was aware of this communication problem from attending the DCI 
Utilities POD meeting the day before. As the Facility Representative for site utilities I 
attempted to gather appropriate information from DCI and RMRS so that they could work 
together to get this power connection issue resolved quickly. I consider this event a good 
example of assuming that services can be readily and easily obtained without prior notification. 
This is similar to what could occur when DCI is contacted to sign the work package stating that 
water systems are isolated and drained. 

The KH assessment that RMRS is ready to begin B 123 stripout activities is SATISFACTORY 
based on activities observed. The joint morning meeting of organizations is considered a 
STRENGTH. 

LPM ,‘?p 11/26/97 



ASSESSMENT OBSERVATION FORM 

e, ' SSeSSment ID Number: ~ ~ - ~ ~ - M - C E R C L A  Date:* 11/26/97 rime:, 10:4()AM 

Assessor: Brandon I Williamson USDOE/RFETS/AMEC/AI 

Criteria Criteria for this assessment were the conditions set forth in the project documentation such as the DWRC and FWRS Health 
and Safety Plans (rev. 0 10197 and rev. 0 6&7 respectively), Waste Management Plan Building 123, RF/Rh4RS-97-029, and 
the Proposed Action Memorandum for the Decommisioning of Building 123.8nlB7. 

/NamerYlrcranlzatlon of Indlvldual nerformlna assessment activities) 

(Bdefly descrltw the criteria or expectatlons belng evaluated. When appllcable Include reference to 
crlterla source documents, /.e., DOE Order, Site Procedure, etc.1 

Approach: 
Training records were compared with the criteria documents to determine wbethcr tbe required training was completed. 

(&lefty describe the aooeusement approach taken to evaluate this functlonal area) 
Records Reviewed: (ast Format) 

Training records wexe revieved for s e v d  persons who wiU be working on the project. The records consisted of a matrix as to 
what each skill requires as well BS a peasonal file containing each persons d i c a t c s  recieved from the Training Department. 
Pusonal files were compared against the list and the list wascompand with the criteria documents. 

Interviews Conducted: (ust Format) 

Ernie Beastea, RMRS Waste Manageanent Environmental Coordinator was interviewed in T891C at 0900hrs on 11125/97. 
Ron Heitlarid, Project Managex was interviewed in T891C at 0930hrs on 11125A7. 
DeanLobdell, RMRS Waste Disposal 1630 hrs. on 11/25/97 
Tom Bourgeois, DWRC 1020b .  1 1/26/97 Marlyce Castilleja, DWRC T130A#106 for haining records1500hrs. 11/25/97 

Activities Observed: (List Format) 

NIA 

Conclusions 
Findings: 

See attached. 

(An Indlvldual item that doe8 not meet requirements or performance expectations) 

WeaknessedStrengths: 

(See Deflnltlons) * 
. r -my-&/-- .f "YN -- 

Assessor Signature 



Attachment 

Assessment Number: 97-047-AI-CERCI-A 
Assessor: Brandon I Williamson U S W m S I A M E c / A I  

concIusions 

I reccomend that the following issue be addressed prior to allowing the start-up of the strip-out phase. 
Training records wefe found demonstracting completion of the required trining as outlined in both the 
Statement of Work section 01 114 as well as the Safety and Health Plan for Building 123 Stripout 
Project, 1W7, by DWRC. However no documentation was found supporting completion of some of the 
training requirements as listed in Building 123 Decomrmsl 'oning Project Health and Safety Plan, RMRS, 
Rev. 0, June 1997. Interviews with Mr Bourgeois of DWRC showed that he did not believe that the 
training requirements in the RMRS Health and Safety Plan superceded the others mentioned 

Findings: 



1 

Brandon I Williamson USDOIYRFETSIAMECYAI 
INarm?K)ruanization of individual performinu assessment activities) 

Criteria Criteria for this asxssment were the conditions set forth in the project documentation such as the Waste Management Plan 
Building 123. RPiRMRS-97-029, and the Proposed Action Memorandum for the Decommisioning of Building 123,8I21/97. 
More g e n d y ,  anthing that could impact the ability of the project to cerhfy its waste for disposal was considered a criteria 

R F M  F'220.16 
pllam? Rw. 0 

Approach: 
Readiness of the Waste Management for the shipout of Building 123 was d by means of interviews. document reviews 
and building wallrthroughs. Training records were also investigated for the technicians performing the work. 

ASSESSMENT OBSERVATION FORM 

(Briefly describe the assessment approach taken to evaluate this functional area) 
Records Reviewed: (List Format) 

Records reviewed includad: the Waste Mana&xneat Plan Building 123, RF/RMRS-97429, the Proposed Action Memorandum 
for the hmmisioning of Building 123,8I21/97, D&D WSRIC books, Property Release evaluations for various non-rad 
waste s-s, the Sttip Out Package, The Lead and Asbestos Chamdmz& * 'on reports, Environmental Checklist and a brief 
look at other project documents. 

Interviews Conducted: (&.kt Format) 

Ernie Bensten, RMRS Waste Management Environmental Coordinator was interviewed in T891C at 09oOhrs on 11/25/97. 

(Briefly describe the criteria or expectatlons being evaluafed When applicable include reference to 
criteria source document& Le.. DOE Order, Site Procedure, e t d  

Zonclusions 

Based on document reviews, interviews and building waMbroughs, I conclude that the contracbrs are prepared to manage the 
anticipated wastes resulting from the strigout of Building 123. This assessment showed that the C- ' 'onofthewaste 
stxeam they expect to encountex m ready in the form of WSRIC books and Rad Engineering approved Property Releas 
Evaluations. Disposal sites are clearly identitied for a l l  waste types anticipated. The training of the waste genedon was 
vprifid a d  amnoementn for wm?e in-tnn W P ~ .  marla 

(An Individual Item that doe8 not meet requirements or perforname expectatlons) 

WeaknessedStrengt hs: 

(See Definitions) 

b 
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AMEC ENVIRONMENTAL READINESS EVALUATION PLAN 

Assessment ID Number: 97-047-AI-CERCLA 

Assessment Driver: ICAP 

Date: 9/26/97 

Assessment Scorn; 
This assessment will determine if Kaiser-Hill (KH), the Integrating and Management Contractor 
(IMC), and Rocky Mountain Remedial Services (RMRS) have the program and procedures in 
place to adequately and safely D&D Building 123. The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
and the Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment (CDPHE) have approved the 
actions to be taken to D&D B123. This work will be performed in 3 phases; 1)Equipment 
removal, 2)asbestos removal, and 3)building demolition. This assessment will determine if the 
contractors will meet the requirements of the documents that describe the actions for equipment 
removal and asbestos removal. 

Assessment Tvw: Environmental Readiness Evaluation, Environmental Readiness Review 

Freauencv: Once 

Included in N97 AMEC Assessment scheduiq Yes 

Assessment Techniaues: Team 

Performance Obiectives and Criteria: 
The criteria that the contractor will be evaluated against is the Proposed Action Memorandum 
(PAM) for the Decommissioning of Building 123. The Field Implementation Plan (FP) further 
defines the actions described in the PAM. The Health And Safety Procedure (HASP) will be used 
as the criteria for worker, public and environmental health and safety. The Sampling and Analysis 
Plan (SAP) defines the criteria for sampling and analysis of material. The following criteria will 
be used in conjunction with the contractors documents to determine i f  the decommissioning of 
B 123 would be safely and adequately accomplished if the requirements of these documents and 
procedures are met. 

Core Elements; Each of the core elements listed below shall be addressed. 
Safety documentation is in place that describes ttBe hazards/risks associated with the facility 
and should identify mitigative measures that protect workers and the public from those 
hazards/risks. 

e There are adequate and correct procedures and safety limits for operating the utility systems. 
A program is established to promote a site-wide culture in which personnel exhibit an 
awareness of public and worker safety, health, and environmental protection requirements 
and through their actions, demonstrate a high-priority commitment to comply with these 
requirements. 
Environmental Compliance requirements are properly identified, approved, and met. 
Lessons learned from previous similar projects have been incorporated into the project plan 
and documentation. 
Training and qualification programs for decontamination and decommissioning personnel 
have been established, documented, and implemented. m e  training and qualification 
program encompasses the range of duties and activities required to be performed.) 

@ 
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Level of knowledge of decontamination and decommissioning personnel is adequate based on 
reviews of examinations and examination results and selected interviews of operating and 
operations support personnel. 
A process has been established to identify, evaluate, and resolve deficiencies and 
recommendations made by oversight groups, official review teams, audit organizations, and 
the operating contractor. 
Functions, assignments, responsibilities, and reporting relationships are clearly defined, 
understood, and effectively implemented with line management responsibility for control of 
safety. 
A systematic review of the facility’s conformance to applicable DOE Orders has been 
performed, any nonconformances have been identified, and schedules for gaining compliance 
have been justified in writing and formally approved. 
The technical and managerial qualifications of those DOE personnel who have been assigned 
responsibilities for providing direction and guidance to the contractor are adequate. 
The breadth, depth, and results of the responsible contractor review are adequate to venfy 
the readiness of the facility for the decommissioning project. 
The technical and management qualifications of contractor personnel responsible for facility 

.. 
operations are adequate.. . .  

Deliverables: 
Draft Report - 10/14/97 
Final Report - 10/15/97 

Logistics PreDaration: 
Clearance Requirements - None 
Radiological Protection Requirements - As required by RWP 
Worker Safety Requirements - Per OSHA 
Transportation Requirements - None 
Training Requirements - None 
Assessment Schedule - Start ?, Final Report ? 
Contractor Interface - In brief will be scheduled, out brief will be scheduled. 
Other 

SCODe of work: 
Review HASP, ensure required protective equipment, pauSemold/stop points, response 
requirements for unplanned events, and other measures taken for the protection of workers, 
the public, and the environment are adequate, well defined and can be implemented, including 
review of Activity Hazard Analysis (AHA) - Parsons, hyson, Maghrak 
All regulatory compliance requirements are met. Specifally, Comprehensive Environmental 
Response Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA), National Contingency Plan (NCP), 
Rocky Flats Cleanup Agreement (RFCA), Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA), 
and the Colorado Code of Regulations (CCR). - Dion, Fitch, Grillon 
Walkdown the whole work area to ensure that necessary protective and emergency equipment 
is available - Parsons, Maghrak 
Ensure that adequate emergency preparedness is in place for radiological, industrial, and 
environmental accidents - Parsons, Bryson 
Ensure contingency plans are in place if higher than expected levels of radiological 
contamination, or any other unexpected contaminations are found - Parsons 
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Form team, set up meetings, contractor briefs - Erickson 
Review management and chain of command structure for adequacy so that problems are 
promptly raised to the proper level and appropriately dispositioned. Management programs 
are established, sufficient numbers of qualified personnel are provided, and adequate facilities 
and equipment are available to ensure support services are adequate for safe operations. - 
Erickson 
Pennit waivers for Temporary Units 0 are planned for and available if needed - Erickson 
Sufficient resources are available to complete the project - AZZ 
Review the draft contract for the asbestos removal. This contract needs to clearly show how 
the sub-contractor will meet and comply with the Rocky Flats requirements - Brysun 
Ensure that any lead abatement is performed in accordance with applicable regulations. - 
Biysun 
Walkdown the whole work area to ensure that the necessary monitoring equipment is 
available - Fitch, Maghrak, Bryson 
Review SAP, ensure that the implementation of this plan for adequacy to protect the workers, 
public, and the environment, and can and will be adequately carried out - D i m  
Review clean-up and close out activity plans for adequacy - Dion 
Evaluate proper disposition of wastes generated during the decontamination and 
decommissioning - WiZZimon 
Review FP, e n s k  that the mP meets all the requirements of the PAM and properly refers to 
the HASP 8z SAP when needed - Mughruk 
Handling, transportation and transfer of radiologically contaminated material - Parsons 
Handling, transportation and transfer of  asbestos - Brysun 
There are adequate and correct procedures and safety limits for operating the utility systems. - 
Mag h ra k 
Level of knowledge of decontamination and decommissioning personnel is adequate based on 
selected interviews of decontamination and decommissioning personnel. - Mughruk, All 
Review operator and management training for the remediation including the subcontractor 
for the treatment (OSHA, RCRA, Rad. worker, and project specific training). Training and 
qualification programs for decontamination and decommissioning personnel have been 
established, documented, and implemented. - GriZbn 

Assessment Team: 

Name 
Mike Erickson 
Bill Etch 
Jon Dion 
Duane Parsons 
Larry M a g W  
Brandon Williamson 
Eva Jean Bryson 
Joy Grillon 

Assessor 
Oualitication 
Lead Assessor 
none 
Lead Assessor 
Assessor 
Assessor 
Lead Assessor 
Assessor 
none 

Technical 
Commtency 
Operations, Environmental 
D&D, Environmental 
CERCLA 
Health & Safety 
H&S, Operations, Environmental 
Operations, Environmental 
H&S 
RCRA 

Mike Erickson, 

Approved by: Steve Tower, 

9/26/97 

9/26/97 
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January 27,1998 

Keith A. Klein 
Deputy Manager for Technical Programs 
DOE, RFFO 

98-RF-00371 

BUILDING 7 23 STRIP-OUT ENVIRONMENTAL READINESS EVALUATION (ERE) POST- 
START FINDINGS, ASSESSMENT ID NUMBER 97-047-AI-CERCLA - AMP-007-98 

PURPOSE 
The purpose of this letter is to provide closure to the DOE Audit and their Post Start Findings or 
the Building 123 Stripout Phase ERE Assessment. 

DISCUSSION 
This letter addresses DOE'S Post-Start Findings in the same order as listed in the Assessment 
Report dated December 1 , 1997. 

Finding: General Radiation Work Permit (RWP) - The survey frequency of the RWPs 
was stated as "As per Rad Ops Supervision". Use of this statement should be 
minimized and does not meet the intent of the Health And Safety Plan (HSP) and 
the Radiological Operating Instructions (ROI) requirements. 

Response: The phrase "As Per Rad Ops Supervision" has been removed and more definitive 
directions on survey frequencies have been added to the RWPs. The 
modifications were reviewed with Radiation Engineering and DOE prior to being 
issued. A copy of RWP number 98-123-003 is attached which contains the new 
instructions. 

As Low As Reasonably Achievable (ALARA) Review, Rev. 0 - The ALARA Review 
is lacking specific information on when, where, and how glove-bags and 
containments will be utilized. 

Based upon the review of this finding with DOE, this section was expanded to 
include other areas which will require the use of containments. A copy of the 
ALARA Job Review. Revision 2 has been attached for information. 

,UTHORPED CLASSIFIER 
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3: 

Finding: 
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Response: 
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Comment: A U R A  Review, Rev. 0 - The AURA Review is lacking specific information 
on when, where, and how the sue reduction of contaminated equipment will be 
performed and controlled. 

Response: The ALAFW Review does not address size reduction of contaminated equipment 
because equipment known to be contaminated will not be size reduced 
(mechanically compacted). Equipment which is to be compacted is being verified 
to be free of removable contamination and measurable fixed contamination (direct 
survey method). The compacted equipment will either be free released for 
disposal or disposed of as low level waste in cases where it is painted or cannot 
be free released. 

Comment: Integrated Work Control Program (IWCP) FBO410-03-2, Rev. 0 - The IWCP is 
lacking specific information on when, where, and how glove-bags and 
containments will be utilized. 

Response: The use of glove-bags and containments for breach of the process waste 
system is called out in the AURA Job Review. The field work is controlled 
through the RWP and the AURA  Job Review. Both of these documents are 

IWCP to avoid listing requirements in more than one section of the document. 

IWCP FB0410-03-2, Rev. 0 - The IWCP is lacking specific information on 
when, where, and how size reduction of contaminated equipment will be 
performed and controlled. 

included and controlled as part of the IWCP. No change is recommended to the - 2  

Comment: 

Response: Equipment which is to be compacted is being surveyed and verified to be free of 
removable contamination and measurable fixed contamination (direct survey 
method). Specific requirements for size reduction of non-contaminated equipment 
are contained in Attachment 9.10 of the IWCP and the associated RWP. The 
IWCP copy reviewed by the ERE Team did not contain the Attachments. The 
complete IWCP can be reviewed in the field or a current copy can be provided if 
requested. 

Comment: IWCP FB0410-03-2, Rev. 0 - The IWCP is lacking specific information on 
how to handle contaminated concrete slabs. Since the building provides an 
acceptable containment, it may be advantageous to decontaminate these slabs 
during the Strip-Out Phase. 
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Response: The Demolition Phase IWCP contains a prerequisite hold point for the completion 
of the Close-Out Final Survey Plan (CRSP). The CRSP has been modified to 
include the requirement to decontaminate and/or immobilize the contamination 
found on the slab. This will ensure the slabs are properly decontaminated and/or 
sealed before the building is removed. A copy of the CRSP is attached for 
information. The project is preparing a work plan to address any decontamination 
and/or immobilization efforts. The work plan will be issued after completion of the 
asbestos floor tile removal and the associated radiation surveys. 

Comment: CRSP, Rev. 0 - The CRSP for Building 123 was not approved or reviewed by the 
Kaiser-Hill ERE Team. A member of the Kaiser-Hill ERE Team who is an Subject 
Matter Expert on Multi-Agency Radiation Survey and Site investigation Manual 
should review the CRSP for adequacy. 

Response: The CRSP was not reviewed as part of the Strip-Out ERE by the Kaiser-Hill ERE 
Team. The CRSP was previously determined to be a prerequisite to the initiation 
of work on the Asbestos Abatement and Demolition phases. Subsequent to the 
Strip-Out ERE, a copy of the CRSP has been received by the K-H ERE Team and 
has been reviewed. 

Comment: CRSP, Rev. 0 -The K-H ERE Team should ensure that the Close-Out Survey is 
part of the Strip-Out phase and documented as such. 

Response: As discussed above, the Close-Out Survey is a prerequisite for work on the 
general Asbestos Abatement and the Demolition phases of work. Areas where 
Abatement activities need to occur prior to completion of the Close-Out Survey 
(remove carpet, tile, etc.) are the exception to this statement. A prerequisite is 
included in those IWCPs for the documentation of the Close-Out Survey. It is not 
necessary to include the Close-Out Survey as part of the Strip-Out phase. 

Comment: CRSP, Rev. 0 - The survey instructions under Appendix C columns "# Removable 
alpha/beta . .. with a minimum of 5 per wall and/or 10 per floor." There is no 
discussion as to why the requirements are different than the instructions, or how 
and if the instructions will satisfy the requirements. 

Response: The CRSP has been separately reviewed with DOE and is being revised to close 
the findings and observations from the ERE Assessment Report. A copy has 
been attached for your information. 

Building 123 Strip-Out ERE Observations will be addressed in a separate letter. a 
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RESPONSE REQUIREMENTS 
Please forward this information to the DOE Assessment Team. Contact my office at extension 
41 63, if there are any additional comments or concerns regarding the Building1 23 Strip-Out 
ERE Assessment Findings. 

/-Z*fldfl& 
Alan Parker, Vice President 
Closure Projects integration 
Kaiser-Hill Company, L.L.C. 

KLK:alw 

cc: 
Reginald Tyler DOE, RFFO 
Bill Fitch DOE, RFFO 
Duane Parsons DOE, RFFO 
Larry Maghrak DOE, RFFO 
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December 16, 1997 

Keith A. Klein 
Deputy Manager for Technical Programs 
DOE, RFFO 

KAIS E R + H ILL 
c 0 \I r .4 s Y 

97-RF-06522 

AUTHORIZATION TO PROCEED WITH BUILDING 123 ASBESTOS ABATEMENT 
- AMP-I 97-97 

Refs: (a) 

(b) 

K. A. Klein Itr, 05078, to A. M. Parker, Environmental Readiness Evaluation, 
June 30,1997 
A. M. Parker Itr, AMP-122-97, to K. A. Klein, Building 123 Cluster Phased 
Environmental Readiness Evaluation Approach, August 28, 1997 

In accordance with reference (a), Kaiser-Hill (K-H) is submitting written notification to the Office 
of the Assistant Manager for Environmental Compliance informing them that Rocky Mountain 
Remediation Services (RMRS) is ready to proceed with the asbestos abatement phase of the 
Building 123 Decommissioning Project. As discussed in reference (b), Building 123 Cluster 
Phased Environmental Readiness Evaluation Approach, efforts for the Building 1 23 
Decommissioning Project will be conducted in three phases: (1 ) equipment stripou t, (2) 
asbestos abatement, and (3) demolition. Ov'ersight of the equipment stripout phase has been 
completed and oversight of the remaining phase, demolition, will be conducted at a later date. 
DOE will be notified as appropriate when oversight of the demolition phase is to begin. 

I f  
cof?REs.coNT!4oL i xi x 

. . . . - . . - - - 
CLASSIFICATION: 
UCNJ I I  

A(IMORIZED GLASSlFlER 
S W N R E :  

Exempt per CEX-266-95 

M REPLY TO RFP CC NO.: 

Attached are !he resuits of the K-H oversight of the Building 123 asbestos abatement phase of 
the project. The graded approach was applied for the asbestos abatement phase of the 
project and credit was taken for documents reviewed and interviews conducted in the 
equipment stripout phase. The overall conclusion of the review team was that the proper 
controls are in place to safely pedorm the activities. Field oversight of project control 
implementation will be conducted in a joint effort with the DOE ERE team just prior to the 
beginning of field work and oversight of the work performance will continue as the work 
progresses. 

Also in accordance with reference (a), K-H is requesting written notification that the Building 
123 project is authorized to commence equipment stripout. 

ACTKIN ITEM STATUS: 
PARTIAUOPEN 

CLOSED 

LTR APPROVALS: 

e WG. L TYPlST INITIALS: 
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If you have any questions on this matter, please contact Jill Bruse at Extension 4807 or pager 
2 1 2-3377. 

Alan M. Parker 
Vice President 
Closure Projects Integration 
Kaiser-Hill Company, L.L.C. 

SJB:rwa 

Attachment: 
As Stated 

cc: 
Orig. and 1 cc - K. A. Klein 
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CLOSURE PROJECTS 

ENGINEERING AND INTEGRATION 

OVERSIGHT OF 

B123 
ASBESTOS ABATEMENT 

97-0 148-KH 

Decem bel. 16, 1997 

S. J .  Bi-iw. AssessincnL Lead 





Closure Project’s Oversight of 
B123 

Asbestos Abatement Phase 

1.0 Summary 

Kaiser-Hill’s oversight of the Rocky Mountain Remediation Services (RMRS) Building 
123 (B123) a s b t o s  abatement phase of the B123 decommissioning project was 
performed in December of 1997. The decommissioning of B 123 will be conducted in 
three phases, as follows: 

Equipment stripout, 
Asbestos abatement, and 
Demolition 

The oversight summarized here focused on the second phase, asbestos abatement. 
Oversight of the equipment stripout phase has been completed. The third phase will he 
overseen separately, and will require separate authorization to proced. The review team 
evaluated RMRS and suhcontractor documentation prepared that defines and controls the 
work required, the training of on-site individuals responsihle for the reinoval activities, and 
the overall readiness of RMRS and their subcontractdrs to perform the asbestos abatement 
activities. The gradcd approach was applied to the oversight of the asbestos atmtement 
phase ol‘ the project and crcdit was taken for docutncnts rcvicwed and interviews 
conducted in the previous phase, equipment stripout. 

It is detcnnined that the pi.oper controls are in place and [he B 123 asbestos abatement 
phase of the pro-ject is ready to proceed. Activities will commcnce when work 
authorization notification is received from bOE. 

Oversight of B 123 project control implementation will he conducted in the tield for 
ashestos abatement requirements and will tX: conducted in concert with DOE. 

2.0 Introduction 

K-H oversight consisted of an evaluation of h c  doctrnicnution p i q w w l  to del’ine and 
c o n ~ o l  the project, the training of on-site individuals responsible fo r  thc reinoval activities, 
and the overall rcadiness to perform the activities. A rcvicw tcain was assemhlcd to 
perfom the evaluation. The team was comprised ol‘ thc following personnel: 

Jill Bruse 

Dick Bolcy Asbestos Abatcrncn t 

s 11 ;1 \VI1 B r-;td l’ic Id 

Closure Projects Enginewing and Intcgration 

t-1c;tlth & SalLry 
* .  : t ’  

I f  i i l l V l l c ~ l l l l l C r l c ‘ ~ l  l ~ c : l ~ l l l l C \ \  i<c\,Ic\v 



Kevin Daniels Radiological 
Eric Leonard 

Mike Putney 

Greg Sollner 

Decontamination & Demolition 

Air Quality 

En vi ro nmental Com p IiancdWas te 

3.0 Review Method 

The evaluation generally followed the guidance contained in DOE letter, Keith Klein to 
Alan Parker, AI:JG:05078, dated June 30, 1997, Environmental Readiness Evuliiation. A 
checklist was used to ensure that appropriate areas were evaluated. The completed 
checklist used for the oversight efforts is contained as Attachment 2. 

The e d u a t i o n  included a review of the documentation prepared to support the project 
activities, interviews with project personnel and a review of on-site training plans and 
records. The two major areas. (1) Pmject documentation review; and (2) Training and 
personnel readiness, are discussed below. 

3.1 Project Documentation Review 

The docurnentation reviewed addressed the activities and hazards expected to be 
encountered. Issues regarding documentation identified during the course of the 
assessment were corrected. Major documentation reviewed included hut was not limited 
to: 

Hedtli and Safety Plans Integlated Work Control 
Waste Managemerit Plan Package 
Master Activity List Approval Subcontractor submittals 
Asbestos Characterization Report . Asbestos Abatement Plan 
Preliminary Hazard analysis Radiation work permit 

Activity Hazard Analysis 

3.2 Training and Personnel Readiness 

Asbestos Free Insulation Contracting, Inc. (AFIC) group training records for the 
cinployees utilized in tlic asbestos abatement of B 123 will be veiitied prior to the start 01' 
work in the field. Rosters for required orientation, pre-evolutionary briefings, u eekly 
safety meetings, and tool-box safety meetings will also be reviewed. Delaying the briefing 
and corresponding review is preferred since the briefings will not be wcuning iinLil jiisl 
prior to the start of the ficld work and personnel are not currently on site. 

. . _ .  , , . .  
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AMEC ENVIRONMENTAL READINESS EVALUATION PLAN 

Assessment ID Number: 97-OQ7-AI-CERCLA 

Assessment Driver: ICAP 

- Date: 9/26/97 

Assessment Scow: 
This aSSeSSment will determine if  Kaiser-Hill 0, the Integrating and Management Contractor 
(IMC), and Rocky Mountain Remedial Services (RMRS) have the program and procedures in 
place to adequately and safely D&D Building 123. The Environmental Protection Agency @PA) 
and the Colorado Deparbnent uf Public Health and Environment (CDPHE) have approved the 
actions to be taken to D&D B123. This work will be performed in 3 phases; 1)Equipment 
removal, 2)asbestos removal, and 3)building demolition. This assessment will determine if the 
contractors wiJl meet the requirements of the documents that describe the actions for equipment 
removal and asbestos removal. 

#ksessment T v ~ e :  Environmental Readiness Evaluation, Environmental Readiness Review 

Freauencv: Once 

Included in F'YW AMEC Assessment Schedule: Yes 

Assessment Techniaues: Team 

Performance Obiectives and Criteria: 
The criteria that the contractor will be evaluated against is the Proposed Action Memorandum 
(PAM) for the Decommissioning of Building 123. The Field Implementation Plan (€W) further 
defines the actions described in the PAM. The Health And Safety procedure (HASP) will be used 
as the criteria for worker, public and environmental health and safety. The Sampling and Analysis 
Plan (SAP) defines the criteria for sampling and analysis of material. The following criteria will 
be used in conjunction with the contractors documents to determine if the decommissioning of 
B123 would be safely and adequately accomplished if the requirements of these documents and 
procedures are met. 

0 

Core Elements; Each of the core elements listed below shall be addressed. 
Safety documentation is in place that describes the hazards/risks associated with the facility 
and should identify mitigative measures that protect workers and the public from those 
hazards/risks. 
Thek are adequate and correct procedures and safety limits for operating the utility systems. 
A program is established to promote a site-wide culture in which personnel exhibit an 
awareness of public and worker safety, health, and environmental protection requirements 
and through their actions, demonstrate a high-priority commitment to comply with these 
requirements. 
Environmental Compliance requirements rn properly identified, approved, and met. 
Lessons learned from previous similar projects have been incorporated into the project plan 
and documentation. 
Training and qualification programs for decontamination and decommissioning personnel 
have been established, documented, and implemented. @e training and qualification 
program encompasses the range of duties and activities required to be performed.) 

e 



Level of knowledge of decontamination and decommissioning personnel is adequate based on 
reviews of examinations and examination results and selected interviews of operating and 
operations support personnel. 
A process has been established to identify, evaluate, and resolve deficiencies and 
recommendations made by oversight groups, official review teams, audit organizations, and 
the operating contractor. 
Functions, assignments, responsibilities, and reporting relationships are clearly defied, 
understood, and effectively implemented with line management responsibility for control of 
safety. 
A systematic review of the facility’s conformance to applicable DOE Orders has been 
performed, any nonconfomanca have been identified, and schedules for gaining compliance 
have been justified in writing and formally approved. 
The technical and managerial qualifications of those DOE personnel who have been assigned 
responsibilities for providing direction and guidance to the contractor are adequate. 
The breadth, depth, and results of the responsible contractor review are adequate to verify 
the feadiness of the facility for the decommissioning project. 
The technical and management qualifications of contractor personnel responsible for facility 

.. 
operations are adequate.. . .  

Deliverables: 
Draft Report - 10/14/97 
Final Report - 10/15/97 

heistics PreDaration: 
Clearance Requirements - None 
Radiological Protection Requirements - As required by RWP 
Worker Safety Requirements - Per OSHA 
Transportation Requirements - None 
Training Requirements - None 
Assessment Schedule - Start ?, Final Report ? 
Contractor Interface - In brief will be scheduled, out brief will be scheduled. 
Other 

ScoDe of work: 
Review HASP, ensure required protective equipment, pauSemold/stop points, response 
requirements for unplanned events, and other measures taken for the protection of workers, 
the public, and the environment are adequate, well defined and can be implemented, including 
review of Activity Hazard Analysis (AHA) - Parsons, Bryson, Maghrak 
All regulatory compliance requirements are met. Specifically, Comprehensive Environmental 
Response Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA), National Contingency Plan (NCP), 
Rocky Flats Cleanup Agreement (RFCA), Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA), 
and the Colorado Code of Regulations (CCR). - Dion, Fitch, Grillon 
Walkdown the whole work area to ensure that necessary protective and emergency equipment 
is available - Parsons, Maghrak 
Ensure that adequate emergency preparedness is in place for radiological, industrial, and 
environmental accidents - Parsons, Bryson 
Ensure contingency plans are in place if higher than expected levels of radiological 
contamination, or any other unexpected contaminations are found - Parsuns 
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Form team, set up meetings, contractor briefs - Erickron 
Review management a;rd chain o f  command structure for adequacy so that problems are 
promptly raised to the proper level and appropriately dispositioned. Management programs 
are established, sufficient numbers of  qualified personnel are provided, and adequate facilities 
and equipment are available to ensure support services are adequate for safe operations. - 
Erickson 
Permit waivers for Temporary Units (TU) are planned for and available if needed - Erickson 
Sufficient resources are available to complete the project - AZZ 
Review the draft contract for the asbestos removal. This contract needs to clearly show how 
the subcontractor will meet and comply with the Rocky Flats requirements - Bryson 
Ensure that any lead abatement is performed in accordance with applicable regulations. - 
Bryson 
Walkdown the whole work area to ensure that the necessary monitoring equipment is 
available - Fitch, Maghrak, Bryson 
Review SAP, ensure that the implementation of this plan for adequacy to protect the workers, 
public, and the environment, and can and will be adequately carried out - Dion 
Review clean-up and close out activity plans for adequacy - Dion 
Evaluak proper disposition o f  wastes generated during the decontamination and 
decommissioning - WiZZiumson 
Review FIP, e n s k  that the FIP meets all the requirements of the PAM and properly refers to 
the HASP & SAP when needed - Mughrak 
Handling, transportation and transfer of radiologically contaminated material - Parsons 
Handling, transportation and transfer o f  asbestos - Bryson 
There are adequate and correct procedures and safety limits for operating the utility systems. - 
Maghrak 
Level o f  knowledge of  decontamination and decommissioning personnel is adequate based on 
selected interviews of  decontamination and decommissioning personnel. - Mughrak, AZZ 
Review operator and management training for the remediation including the sub-contractor 
for the treatment (OSHA, RCRA, Rad. worker, and project specific training). Training and 
qualification programs for decontamination and decommissioning personnel have been 
established, documented, and implemented. - GriZZun 

Assessment Team: 

Name 
Mike Erickson 
Bill Etch 
Jon Dion 
Duane Parsons 

Brandon Williamson 
Eva Jean Bryson 
Joy Grillon 

Larry Mag- 

Prepared by: a 
Approved by: 

Assessor 

Lead Assessor 
none 
LeadAssessor 
Assessor 
Assessor 
Lead Assessor 
Assessor 
none 

Technical 
ComDetency 
Operations, Environmental 
D&D, Environmental 
CERCLA 
Health 22 Safety 
H&S, Operations, Environmental 
Operations, Environmental 
H&S 
RCRA 
r', 

Mike Erickson, 

Steve Tower, 

I 9/26/97 

9/24/97 
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Keith A. Klein 
Deputy Manager for Technical Programs 
DOE, RFFO 

BUILDING 123 STRlP-OUT ENVIRONMENT 
START FINDINGS, ASSESSMENT ID NUMBER 97-047-AI-CERCLA - AMP-007-98 

RE .C JESS EVALUATIC. - (ERE) POST- 

PURPOSE 
The purpose of this letter is to provide closure to the DOE Audit and their Post Start Findings 
the Building 123 Strip-Out Phase ERE Assessment. 

DlSCUSSiON 
This letter addresses DOE’S Post-Start Findings in the same order as listed in the Assessme 
Report dated December 1, 1997. 

.I- Finding: 

Response: 

\UfHORIZED CLASSIFIER 

J 
Finding: 

ate 

‘ REPLY TO RFP CC 
3: 

Response: 

XION ITEM STATUS 

General Radiation Work Permit (RWP) - The survey frequency of the RWPs 
was stated as “As per Rad Ops Supervision”. Use of this statement should be 
minimized and does not meet the intent of the Health And Safety Plan (HSP) ar 
the Radiological Operating Instructions (ROI) requirements. 

The phrase “As Per Rad Ops Supervision” has been removed and more definitl 
directions on survey frequencies have been added to the RWPs. The 
modifications were reviewed with Radiation Engineering and DOE prior to bein( 
issued. A copy of RWP number 98-123-003 is attached which contains the neu 
instructions. 

As Low As Reasonably Achievable (AIARA) Review, Rev. 0 - The A U R A  Revi 
is lacking specific information on when, where, and how glove-bags and 
containments will be utilized. 

Based upon the review of this finding with DOE, this section was expanded to 
include other areas which will require the use of containments. A copy of the 
A U R A  Job Review, Revision 2 has been attached for information. 

e ’ ’OPEN 
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Comment: AIARA Review, Rev. 0 - The AIARA Review is lacking specific information 
on when, where, and how the size reduction of contaminated equipment will be 
performed and controlled. 

Response: The AURA Review does not address size reduction of contaminated equipment 
because equipment known to be contaminated will not be size reduced 
(mechanically compacted). Equipment which is to be compacted is being verified 
to be free of removable contamination and measurable fixed contamination (direct 
survey method). The compacted equipment will either be free released for 
disposal or disposed of as low level waste in cases where it is painted or cannot 
be free released. 

Comment: Integrated Work Control Program (IWCP) FB0410-03-2, Rev. 0 - The IWCP is 
lacking specific information on when, where, and how glove-bags and 
containments will be utilized. 

Response: The use of glove-bags and containments for breach of the process waste 
system is called out in the ALARA Job Review. The field work is controlled 
through the RWP and the AIARA Job Review. Both of these documents are 

IWCP to avoid listing requirements in more than one section of the document. 

IWCP FB0410-03-2, Rev. 0 - The IWCP is lacking specific information on 
when, where, and how size reduction of contaminated equipment will be 
performed and controlled. 

a 
included and controlled as part of the IWCP. No change is recommended to the - 2  

Comment: 

Response: Equipment which is to be compacted is being surveyed and verified to be free of 
removable contamination and measurable fixed contamination (direct survey 
method). Specific requirements for size reduction of non-contaminated equipment 
are contained in Attachment 9.1 0 of the IWCP and the associated RWP. The 
IWCP copy reviewed by the ERE Team did not contain the Attachments. The 
complete lWCP can be reviewed in the field or a current copy can be provided if 
requested. 

Comment: IWCP FB0410-03-2, Rev. 0 - The IWCP is lacking specific information on 
how to handle contaminated concrete slabs. Since the building provides an 
acceptable containment, it may be advantageous to decontaminate these slabs 
during the Strip-Out Phase. 
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Response: The Demolition Phase IWCP contains a prerequisite hold point for the completion 
of the Close-Out Final Survey Plan (CRSP). The CRSP has been modified to 
include the requirement to decontaminate andlor immobilize the contamination 
found on the slab. This will ensure the slabs are property decontaminated and/or 
sealed before the building is removed. A copy of the CRSP is attached for 
information. The project is preparing a work plan to address any decontamination 
and/or immobilization efforts. The work plan will be issued after completion of the 
asbestos floor tile removal and the associated radiation surveys. 

Comment: CRSP, Rev. 0 - The CRSP for Building 123 was not approved or reviewed by the 
Kaiser-Hill ERE Team. A member of the Kaiser-Hill ERE Team who is an Subject 
Matter Expert on Multi-Agency Radiation Survey and Site Investigation Manual 
should review the CRSP for adequacy. 

Response: The CRSP was not reviewed as part of the Strip-Out ERE by the Kaiser-Hill ERE 
Team. The CRSP was previously determined to be a prerequisite to the initiation 
of work on the Asbestos Abatement and Demolition phases. Subsequent to the 
Strip-Out ERE, a copy of the CRSP has been received by the K-H ERE Team and 0 has been reviewed. 

Comment: CRSP, Rev. 0 -The K-H ERE Team should ensure that the Close-Out Survey is 
part of the Strip-Out phase and documented as such. 

Response: As discussed above, the Close-Out Survey is a prerequisite for work on the 
general Asbestos Abatement and the Demolition phases of work. Areas where 
Abatement activities need to occur prior to completion of the Close-Out Survey 
(remove carpet, tile, etc.) are the exception to this statement. A prerequisite is 
included in those IWCPs for the documentation of the Close-Out Survey. It is not 
necessary to include the Close-Out Survey as part of the Strip-Out phase. 

Comment: CRSP, Rev. 0 - The survey instructions under Appendix C columns "# Removable 
alphalbeta . .. with a minimum of 5 per wall and/or 10 per floor." There is no 
discussion as to why the requirements are different than the instructions, or how 
and if the instructions will satisfy the requirements. 

Response: The CRSP has been separately reviewed with DOE and is being revised to close 
the findings and observations from the ERE Assessment Report. A copy has 
been attached for your information. 

Building 123 Strip-Out ERE Observations will be addressed in a separate letter. 

0 
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RESPONSE REQUIREMENTS 
Please forward this information to the DOE Assessment Team. Contact my office at extension 
4163, if there are any additional comments or concerns regarding the Building123 Strip-Out 
ERE Assessment Findings. 

/&z*Hdq.g 
Alan Parker, Vice President 
Closure Projects Integration 
Kaiser-Hill Company, L.L.C. 

KLK:alw 

cc: 
Reginald Tyler DOE, RFFO 
Bill Fitch DOE, RFFO 
Duane Parsons DOE, RFFO 
Larry Maghrak DOE, RFFO 
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Keith A. Klein 
Deputy Manager for Technical Programs 
DOE, RFFO 

AUTHORlZATlON TO PROCEED WITH BUILDING 123 ASBESTOS ABATEMENT 
- AMP-1 97-97 

Refs: (a) 

(b) 

K. A. Klein Itr, 05078, to A. M. Parker, Environmental Readiness Evaluation, 
June 30,1997 
A. M. Parker Itr, AMP-1 22-97, to K. A. Klein, Building 123 Cluster Phased 
Environmental Readiness Evaluation Approach, August 28, 1997 

In accordance with reference (a), Kaiser-Hill (K-H) is submitting written notification to the Offit 
of the Assistant Manager for Environmental Compliance informing them that Rocky Mountain 
Remediation Services (RMRS) is ready to proceed with the asbestos abatement phase of tht 
Building 123 Decommissioning Project. As discussed in reference (b), Building 123 Cluster 
Phased Environmental Readiness Evaluation Approach, efforts for the Building 123 
Decommissioning Project will be conducted in three phases: (1) equipment stripout, (2) 
asbestos abatement, and (3) demolition. Ov'ersight of the equipment stripout phase has beer 
completed and oversight of the remaining phase, demolition, will be conducted at a later date 
DOE will be notified as appropriate when oversight of the demolition phase is to begin. 

Attached are the results of the K-H oversight of the Building 123 asbestos abatement phase ( 
the project. The graded approach was applied for the asbestos abatement phase of the 
project and credit was taken for documents reviewed and interviews conducted in the 
equipment stripout phase. The overall conclusion of the review team was that the proper 
controls are in place to safely pedorm the activities. Field oversight of project control 
implementation will be conducted in a joint effort with the DOE ERE team just prior to the 
beginning of field work and oversight of the work performance will continue as the work 
progresses. 

Also in accordance with reference (a), K-H is requesting written notification that the Building 
123 project is authorized to commence equipment stripout. 



Keith A. Klein 
December 16, 1997 

Page 2 
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If you have any questions on this matter, please contact Jill Bruse at Extension 4807 or pager 
2 1 2-3377. 

Alan M. Parker 
Vice President 
Closure Projects integration 
Kaiser- H ill Company, L.L.C. 

SJB:rwa 

Attachment: 
As Stated 

li ' 

I cc: 
Orig. and 1 cc - K. A. Klein 
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ASBESTOS ABATEMENT 

97-0148-KH 

Ilecember 16, 1997 

&Aw 
S. 1. Briisc, Assessmcnt Lead 
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Closure Project's Oversight of 
B123 

Asbestos Abatement Phase 

1.0 Summary 

Kaiser-Hill's oversight of the Rocky Mountain Remediation Services (RMRS) Building 
123 (B123) asbestos abatement phase of the B123 decommissioning project was 
performed in December of 1997. The decommissioning of B 123 will be conducted in 
three phases, as follows: 

Equipment stripout, 
Asbestos abatement, and 
Demolition 

The oversight summarized here focused on the second phase, asbestos abatement. 
Oversight of the equipment stripout phase has been completed. The third phase will be 
overseen separately, and will require separate authorization to proceed. The review teain 
evaluated RMRS and subcontractor documentation prepared that defines and controls the 
work required, the training of on-site individuals responsihle for the reinoval activities, and 
the overall readiness of RMRS and their subcontractdrs to perform the asbestos abatement 
activities. The graded approach was applied to the oversight of the asbestos abalement 
phase of the pr-o-ject and credit was taken for documcnts reviewed aiid interviews 
conducted in the previous phase, equipment stripout. 

It  is detciininecl that the proper controls are in place and the B 123 asbestos ahateinent 
phase of the project is ready to proceed. Activities will cornrncncc: when work 
authorization notification is received from bOE. 

Oversight of B 123 project control implementation will be conducted in the tield for 
asbestos abatement requirements and will Ix: conducted in concert with DOE. 

2.0 lntroduction 

K-H oversight consisted of an evaluation of the documcntarioi~ prcpured to delinc and 
conlrol the pro-ject, the training of on-site individuals responsihle for thc reinoval activities, 
and the overall readiness to perform the activities. A rcview team was assemhlcd to 
perfoim the cvaluation. The team was comprised ol' the following personnel: 

Jill B~LISC 
Dick Boley 

Sha\vn r3 r-ad I'icld 

Closure Prqjects Enginccring and Integration 

Asbestos Ahatemcnt 

Health & Sal-cty 



Kevin Daniels 

Eric Leonard 

Mike Putney 

Greg Sollner 

Radiological 

Decontamination & Demolition 

Air Quality 

Environmental Compliance/Waste 

3.0 Review Method 

The evaluation generally followed the guidance contained in DOE letter, Keith Klein to 
Alan Parker, AI:JG:05078, dated June 30, 1997, Environmental Readiness Evoltiation. A 
checklist was used to ensure that appropriate areas were evaluated. The completed 
checklist used for the oversight efforts is contained as Attachment 2. 

The evaIuation included n review of the documentation prepared to support the project 
activities, interviews with project personnel and a review of on-site training plans and 
records. The two m;ljor areas, (1) Project documentation review; and (2) Training and 
personnel readiness, are discussed below. 

3.1 Project Documentation Review 

The documentation reviewed addressed the activities and hazards expected to be 
encountered. Issues regarding documentation identified during the course of the 
assessment were corrected. Major docurnentation reviewed included but was not limited 
to: 

Health and Safety Plans Integrated Work Control 
Waste Management Plan Package 
Master Activity List Approval Suhconuactor submittals 
Asbestos Characterization Report , Asbestos Abatement Plan 
Preli&inary Hazard analysis Radiation work permit 

Activity Hazard Analysis 

3.2 Training and Personnel Readiness 

Asbestos Free Insulation Contracting. Inc. (AFIC) group training records for tlic 
cinployws utilized in lhc :tsbestos abatement of B 123 will be verified piior to  the start 01’ 
work in the field. Rosters Lor required orientation, pre-evolutionary briefings, 14 zzkly 
safety meetings, and tool-box safety meetings will also be reviewed. Delaying the brieling 
and corresponding review is preferred since the briefings will not be occuiiing until jus1 
prior to the start of the ficld work and personnel are not currently on site. 
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P Departmeqt of Energy 
p' g 6 .#& ~ - 0 United States Government 

* " ,  

REPLY TO 
ATW OF: ATMOE05459 

, 
i 

G~IBJECT: Approval M Proceed with Phasc 2 of Bddhg 123 Dentolition, Asbe!dos Abatemat 

TO: AIan Parker, Vice President 
Closure Projects Integration 
Kaiser-Hill company, LL-c. 
Rderence: Memo, A. P&w to K Klein, dtd W15#7,97-1?-06522, Authofliatiun to 

Proceed 6th Building 123 Asbestos Abatement 

Your request to corneum Building 123 Asbestos AbatemeQt is approved based on the 

completion of the Rocky Fiats Field Office &wironmental Readiness Evaluation (ERE) Activity 

Oversight of the Kaiser-Hill EBE. The EJW report 9 a @ h d  

~ e i t h  A. Klein 
Deputy Manager for Technical P r o m s  

Attachments: 
Assessment Report 
Refenxwd Correspondmce 

cc wJAtts: 
E. Icray, C D m  
R Watther, DWSB 
T. Weadock, EH-24 
3. ]Legare, AMEC, RmpO 
P. McEabern, AMPA, KFFO 
D. Lowe, AME, RFFO 
J. Wienand, A&E, RFFO 





DEC-17-97 WED 9:53 CP I FAX NO, 9664’780 

Assessment Report 
~ - 

Datt: December 16,1997 

h s e m e n t  130 Nutnber: 9&06l-AI-CBRCLA, Building 123 Asbestos Abatement 
ERE 

Purpose: To assess the readiness oftbe Integrating Managemetkt Contractor to proceed 
with work in Building 123 for the second phase of the demolition, asbestos abatemenL 

Ehecutive Summary: The cooperation ofthe assessed personnel md their attitude 
concerning this assessment was positive and commexldablc. h general, Kaisa-Hill. 
performed a comprehensive Environmental Read- Review ofthe asbestos abatemeat 
activities planned by the courractor and is perfomhg adequate oversight of the demolition 
activities i n  B I B .  No findings were identiiied. 

Conduct of Assessment: The RFFO assesmat was an activity oversight of the Kaiser- 
Hill ERE conducted from 10 through 16 December 1997 by the five member team who 
s i gn4  below- The &smeat was conducted in accord with the Assessment Program 
operatins Procedure and the Assisant Manger for E;lllvironmental Compliance Adde-ndum 
to the Assessment procedurt for Envimmental Readiness Evaluations. The building was 
visited by the whole team at various times, interviews were conducted, and a number of 
documents were rexicwed. Additional detail. is provided in the attached team member 
observation f o m .  

The result of thc assessment 
K.aj.ser-J%l performed a comprehensive Environmental Read- Review of the asbestos 
abatement activities planned by the c o r n t o r  and is performing adequate oversight of the 
demolition activities in 18123. No W i g s  were identified. 

Pa 02 

Recornmendabion: Authorize work to proceed following confirmation of prestxt finding 
correction. 

1 
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Tom Must 

Russell McCdli.~ 
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ASSESSMENT OBSERVATION FORM 
fime:, 0900 12/11/97 rssessment ID Number: 

nterviews Conducted: (tisi Fomaf) 

I 

Conclusions 
Findings: 

(See OeflnMons) 
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fWF0 F 220-16 
MWRcr .0  I 

i ASSESSMENT OBSERVATION FORM 
iime:, looo Date:* 12/11/97 Lsessrnent 1D Number: we7-A1[-~ai 

Thomas L. Must 

'iteria R e f e ~ a o t  29 CFR 1926. and 
(Nam&mnl;zetion of indiddual Worninn  assessment 6Ctin'tfeSl 

1910. Toxic and Hazardous Subatance, 1926.1101 Asbestos Regulation. of asbcstot in all 
Work as ddiacd in 2- 1910.12@), Asbestos ~ ~ n 0 v . d  id danolitioo. or salvage or Strucblres w h a  as bestos is p m t  

(BrienV dtwtibe the ctiteda or expectations k i n g ,  evaluated. When app/;cable indude reference to 
crlteria source documents, i.e., DOE Order, Site Procedure, etc.] 

aproach: 
(1) h m m t  mlw of Arbe%ws Abtuntnt Plan (asb~stos Free Iasulation Contracting. hc) KH a6scssmCDt report 
(2) Intuview of htegrator SME , KH and DWRC for above referenad projtd and subticxs 
0) Walkdown of arcd (Bid123) 
(4) Site Inspection of ashtos rernwal cet-up and moval option BJ applicable 

(Bdeffy &scribe tfie a w r n e h f  appmch taken to evaluate this functiond araa) 
?cords Reviewed: (List Forma0 

(1) A W s  Abatement Plan for Bld 123 Ddommissioning h j e a  
CZ) KH wessmcnt t i a d  report 
(3) Trainiog r e q u i m t s  for Asbestos n ~ ~ ~ r a l  pxmoe l  prior and during removal opemtioo as rquirtd- 

1 iterviews Conducted: (Ust Format) 

(1) ~dusniial ~ygi+-mist fo r KH ~ M C )  F O ~ I  lotervic\u 
(2) Safety end Health Repnscntative (KH) Formal Intvview 
(3) Safety and Health R q "  e (Dh4RC) hfonnd Jntuvicw 
(4) F'rwject Manage @MRC) hformal Interview 

ctivitles Observed: (List Fonnai) 

D d n g  the wal kdown of Buildbg 123, general constmaion operations, obwwd, marked asbWos sampIing locations and 
Class 11 and Class IU ,material for.removd located io relation to Bld 123. 

I 

Ionclusions 
Findings : 

In the asbestos abatemat plan dated 12-1-97, thc followhe dcficicnclos n the plan wera sotcd; 
(1 Reference 7. Daaiptim of Work p d m  to bc Observed by Employtu, a mi&um of 4air acbanga is required for 

MSDA attaebment is missing.(3) Air monitoring plao needs to be a#sched. 
arktos tunoval, cosw the 5.37 k xwxtdd up to 6 fan udt.$ to ~nswe proper air rtm0vdWF 1926.1 SOl(A) (I) - (2) Ref 9. 

(An Indlvfdual Item that does not meet requirements orperfomaftM 8XpeCtatiolrS) -.,. 
Weaknesses/Strengths: 

The KH . SBcH fc8;11 were aware of missing attaqchrncnts and Wuiremcats of the submitted Bld 123 Asbestos Plan. This 
indudcd the ne-ity requitemat to mun up to six air movers to achivc the minimum of fou room eir chmgbs pwhour as 
required. 

(Sea Definitions} 
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ASSESSMENT OBSERVATION FORM 

Lssessment ID Number: Date:,D, 11,1997 nme:, 

‘SSessor: .Frederick Jaeger CrrP 
fNam&rqanfzation of individual performlnM assessment activities) . .  

Iterla.Tke radiologicla proccdutes and aitesia in us0 lye consisitant with the hazards h Building 123. 

(8tiefly describe the crltetlrt, or ~ p C c t ~ t i o n S  belng,evalueted, When applicable Include reference to 
criferia sour# documents, Le., W E  Order, Slte Pfmdure, etc.) 

Iproach: 
’Building walk through, Review 0fK-H oversight with K-11 Radiation hotccfion representative. 

(Briefly describe the assessment approach taken to evaluate thls functional afea) 
?cords Reviewed; (us:Fo&~) 

B123 Asbsesto Abatement ChecWist 

itervlews Conducted: (List Fotmaf) 

Kevin Dmids (K-HI. 

ctivities Observed: (List Formaf) 
Building Walkthrough. 

onclusions 
Findings : 

Thc approach taken by K-H Radioloical protection are adequate. The radiological controls have ken corrected as a result of 
K-H r e V i c ~ .  No radiological i s m  w m  idendfled during the building wdktfim@. 

(An individual item that does not meet requirements or performance f?xpectatiOnS) -. 
WeaknessesfStrengths: 

None Identified. 
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Keith A. Klein 
Deputy Manager for Technical Programs 
DOE, RFFO 

AUTHORIZATION TO PROCEED WITH BUILDING 123 DEMOLITION - AMP-01 5-98 

Refs: (a) 

(b) 

K. A. Klein Itr, 05078, to A. M. Parker, Environmental Readiness Evaluation, 
June 30, 1997 
A. M. Parker Itr, AMP-1 22-97, to K. A. Klein, Building 123 Cluster Phased 
Environmental Readiness Evaluation Approach, August 28, 1997 

In accordance with reference (a), Kaiser-Hill (K-H) is submitting written notification to the Office 
of the Assistant Manager for Environmental Compliance informing them that Rocky Mountain 
Remediation Services (RMRS) is ready to proceed with the demolition phase of the Building 
123 Decommissioning Project, with the exception of nine pre-demolition findings identified and 
listed within the attached report. Pre-demolition findings consist of documentation identified in 
the work control system as prerequisites to demolition that will be available immediately prior to 
the start of demolition and were not available for this assessment. 

As discussed in reference (b), Building 123 Cluster Phased Environmental Readiness 
Evaluation (ERE) Approach, efforts for the Building 123 Decommissioning Project will be 
conducted in three phases: (1) equipment stripout, (2) asbestos abatement, and (3) 
demolition. Oversight of the equipment stripout and asbestos abatement phases has been 
completed. This assessment focused on the third and final phase, demolition. 

Attached are the results of the K-H oversight of the Building 123 demolition phase of the 
project. The graded approach was applied and credit was taken for documents reviewed and 
interviews conducted in the equipment stripout and asbestos abatement phases. The overall 
conclusion of the review team was that the proper controls are in place to safely perform the 
activities. Pre-demolition findings closeout and field oversight of project control implementatlon 
will be Gonducted in a joint effort with the DOE ERE team just prior to the commencement of 

CLASSIFICATION 
UCNl I 

CONF"TW 

AVMORtZEDCLAsstF'ER 

Exempt w,CEX-266-95 
IN RERYTO RFP No.: 

UNCLASSIFIED 

SlGNA\TuRE: 

field work. Oversight activities related to Building 123 demolition will be performed by K-H 
Closure Projects as the work progresses. 

In accordance with reference (a), K-H is requesting written notification that the Building 123 
project is authorized to commence demolition. 

- .- - ACTION ITEM STATUS: a i'ARTlAYOPEN 

LTR APPROVALS: 

CLOSED 

._ 
ORG. &TYPIST INITIALS: 

3 J-<? m a  
RF-46469 (Rev. llp8) 

Kaiser-Hill Company, L.L.C. 
Courier Address: Rocky Flats Environmencal Technology Site, State Hwy. 93 and Cactus, Rocky Flats, C O  80007 * 303.966.7000 
Mailing Address: P.O. Box 464, Golden, Colorado 80402-0464 



Keith A. Klein 
February 2, 1998 
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If you have any questions on this matter, please contact Jill Bruse at Extension 4807 or pager 
21 2-3377. 

Alan M. Parker 
Vice President 
Closure Projects Integration 
Kaiser-Hill Company, L.L.C. 

SJB:rwa 

Attachment: 
As Stated 

cc: 
Orig. and 1 cc - K. A. Klein 
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DEMOLITION 

97-0148-KH 

January 30, 1998 

AL.ifkLC4.L 
S. J. Bruse, Assessment h a d  





Closure Project's Assessment of 
B123 

Demolition Phase 

1.0 Summary 

Kaiser-Hill Closure Projects Integration has oversight responsibility of the Rocky 
Mountain Remediation Services (RMRS) Building 123 (B 123) demblition phase of the 
B 123 decommissioning project. This assessment was perfoimed in January 1998. The 
decommissioning of B 123 is conducted in three phases, as follows: 

Equipment stripout, 
Asbestos abatement, and 
Demolition 

The activities summarized here focused on the third and final phase, demolition. 
Assessments of the equipment stripout and asbestos abatement phases have been 
completed. The review team evduated RMRS and suhcontrictor documentation prepared 
that defines and controls: 

the work required, 
the training of on-site individuals responsible for the removal activities, and 
the overall readiness of RMRS and their subcontractors to perform the demolition 
activities. 

The graded approach was applied and credit was taken for documents reviewed and 
interviews conducted in the previous phases, equipment stripout and asbestos abatement. 

It is determined that the proper controls are in place and the B 123 demolition phase of the 
project is ready to proceed, with the exception of nine pre-deinolition findings identified 
and listed in Section 4.0 below. Pre-demolition findings consist of documentation 
identified in the work control system as prerequisites to demolition that will be available 
immediately prior to the start of demolition and were not available for this assessment. 
Activities will commence when work authorization notification is received from DOE. 

Oversight of B 123 project control implementation will be conducted in the field for 
asbestos abatement requirements and will be conducted in concert with DOE. 

2.0 In t rod tic t ion 

K-H oversight consisted of an evaluation of the documentation prepared to define and 
control the pro-ject, the training of on-site individuals responsible for the removal activities, 
and the overall readiness to perform the activities. A review team, comprised of the 

- 

--.- - following personnel, was assembled: - .  

Jill Bruse Closure Projects Engineering and Integration 

Environineiml Readiness Review 
B 123 Demolition Page 1 



Shawn Bradfield 

Kevin Daniels 

Paul Miles 

Mike Putney 

Greg Schmalz 

Greg Sollner 

Health & Safety 

Radiological 

Quality Assurance 

Air Quality 

Decontamination & Demolition and Fire Protection 

Environmental CompliancdWaste 

3.0 Assessment Methodology 

The evaluation followed the guidance contained in DOE letter, Keith Klein to Alan Parker, 
AI:JG:05078, dated June 30, 1997, Environmental Readiness Evaluation. A checklist 
was developed to ensure that appropriate mas were evaluated. The completed checklist 
is contained as Attachment 2. 

The evaluation included a Rview of the documentation prepared to support the project 
. activities, interviews with project personnel and a review of on-site training plans and 

records. The three major areas, (1) Project documentation review, (2) Training and 
personnel readiness, and (3) Project personnel interviews, are discussed helow. 

3.1 Pro-ject Documentation Review 

e The documentation reviewed addressed the activities and hazards expected to be 
encountered. Issues regarding documentation identifed during the course of the 
assessment were C O K C X ~ ~ ~ .  Major documentation reviewed included but was not limited 
to: 

Closeout Radiological Survey Pro-ject Execution Plan 

Demolition Plan Sampling and Analysis Plan 
Health and Safety Plan Subcontractor submittals 
Integrated Work Control Training documentation 
Package Waste Management Plan 
Master Activity List Approval Work Authorization Documents 
Preliminary Hazard Analysis 

Plan Proposed Action Memorandum 

3.2 Training and Personnel Readiness 

Denver West Remediation Contractor (DWRC) and their siibcontrxtors group training 
records for the employees utilized in the demolition 0 1  B 123 will be veiitied piior to the 
start of work in the field. Rosters for required orientation, pre-evolutionary briefings, 

- 

weekly safety meetings, and tool-box safety meetings will also be reviewed. Delaying the 
briefing and corresponding review is preferred since the briefings will not be occurring - -=---- 

until just prior to the start of the field work and personnel are not currently on site. 

Eiiviroiimetital Readiness Review 
B 123 Demolition Page 2 



3.3 Project Personnel Interviews 

K-H and DWRC Building 123 project personnel were interviewed using questions on the 
checklist. The personnel displayed excellent understanding of the demolition phase. 
Demolition process requirements that are not completed at present are being addressed or 
contingency plans are in place. 

e 

4.0 Pre-Demolition Findings 

Pre-Demolition findings and observations identified during the course of this assessment 
are as follows: 

- 1J The Demolition Permit: ?he demolition permit has not been issued by CDPH&E. It will be 
issued when the building is certified as asbestos-free by the asbestos abatement contractor. 'The 

rmit should be issued just prior to demolition. 
Final Radiation Survey: Radiological survey collection, required review, and analysis has 

to be completed to determine that demolition is ready to proceed without radiological controls. 
The final radiation survey verifying Building 123 to be radiation clean should be completed just 

Radioactive Equipment Removal: Known radioactive material and equipment have not been 
removed to allow demolition to proceed without requiring radiological controls. f61.1 c4  k I% 

ensure that any remaining radioactivity in the slab will not be exposed during the demolition 

the work Currently, the subcontractor has not mobilized on Site. Some ex 

process. wTdai.r[d 
Activity Hazard Analyses (AHAs): AHAS are to be produced by the 

- a prior to demolition. 

J SAYU  (v Slab Radioactivity Contingency Plan: Currently, contingency plans have not been prepared to 

by the oversight team prior to granting authorization to proceed. 
Demolition Plan: The Demolition plan must be iidized then submitted for approval by 

CDPH&E. A final draft of the demolition plan and the proposed revisions were reviewed and 
found satisfactory by the oversight team. It is anticipated that CDPH&E will approve without 

subcontractor has not mobilized nor identified the workers 
to conduct the demolition activities. Training records must be reviewed prior to commencing 
activities. 

8. &uulification Records: Currently, DWRC cannot provide documentation indicating the 
qualifications of the R&R equipment okrator and the other R&R personnel. 

9. $afety Responsibility: DWRC cannot provide documentation that clearly defines and 
effectively describes the line management responsibility for control of safety. During the 
interview process, Construction Management stated that this will be part of the Site 
Indoctrination for the Building 123 denlolition personnel. 

0 hserva tions: 
- 

1. RMRS should demand a rigorous lessons learned program froin a11 subcontractors via the 
statement of work, as well as be eager to utilize the current Site lessons learned program as part 

2. DWRC is understaffed in the QA department. The amount of presence on site is questionable. 
of the Integrated Safety Management philosophy. --_- - ($5 
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April 16, 1998 

UCNl 
UNCLASSIFIED 

I 

k, 
CONFUXNTlAL 

Keith A. Klein 
Deputy Manager 
DOE, RFFO 

any remaining radioactivity in the slab will not be exposed during the demolition process. 
5. Activity Hazard Analyses (AHAs): A representative sample of AHAS has been satisfactorily 

. 

KAISER6HILL . . . . . . . . 
C 0 LI P A  N Y 

for Technical Programs 

98-RF-0 1203 



Keith A. Klein 
April 16, 1998 
AMP-040-98 
Page 2 

If you have any questions on this matter, please contact Jill Bruse at extension 4807 or pager 212-3377 

Alan M. Parker 
Vice President 
Closure Projects Integration 
Kaiser-Hill Company, L.L.C. 

SJB:rwa 

Original and 1 cc - K. A. Klein 

cc: 
Mike Erickson 



United States Government Oepartment of Energy 

.memorandum Rocky Rats Field Offlce 

ANECECD:MOE:0367 1 

Approval to proceed with Building 123 Demolition 

Alan Parker, Vice President 
Closure Projects htegratioa 
Kakr-Hill Company, L. L. C 

bf'emce: Letter, 98-RF-00559, dtd 20~98, subject as above. 
Letter, 98-RF-01203, dtd 4/16/98, subject as above. 

Your request to commence Building 123 Demolition is approved for Building 114 and 

the east wing of Building 123 up to the expansion joint except for the wall adjacent to 

.Roam 137 and 138. This authorization excludes the north and west wings, The Rocky 

Hats Field Office Environmental Readiness Evaluation @Re) team will continue to . 
monitor the project to ensure that start-up is smooth and that the post-start-up findings are 

closed. 

Keith A. Klein 
Deputy Manager for Technical Programs 

A#achments: 
Assessment Report 
Referenced Correspondence 

cc wlAtts: 
E?. m y ,  CDPHE 
R. Warthes, DNFSB 
T. Weadock, EH-24, HQ 
J. Legare, AMEC, RFFO 
M. Weis, M A ,  RFFO 
D. b w e ,  AME, RFFO 
33. Fitch, E r n ,  RFFO 
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Assessment Report 

Date: February 10, 1998 

Assessment ID Number: 98-085-AI-CERCLA, Building 123 Demolition ERE 

Purpose: To assess the readiness of the Integrating Management Contractor to proceed 
with work in Building 123 for the demolition of Building 123. 

Executive Summary: The cooperation of the assessed personnel and their attitude 
concerning this assessment was positive and commendable. In general, Kaiser-Hill 
performed a comprehensive Environmental Readiness Review of the demolition activities 
planned by the contractor and is performing adequate oversight of the demolition activities 
in B 123. Two pre-start findings were identified in addition to the nine pre-demolition 
findings identifed in the KH ERE. The findings identified are; B 123 Project management 
has not adequately identified and addressed removal of cabling within electrical conduit 
that is connected to the building prior to demolition, several safety related documents need 
review prior to implementing, the Demolition Pemit must be issued by the Colorado 
Department of Public Health and Environment (CDPHE), the Final radiation survey 
completed and accepted by RFFO, all radioactive equipment removed, a Radioactivity 
Contingency Plan developed and accepted, Activity Hazard Analyses developed, the 
Demolition Plan approved by CDPHE, Training records for the subcontractor reviewed, 
qualifications for the subcontractor personnel reviewed, and the responsibility for safety 
identified by name for the subcontractors. These frndings must be corrected and approved 
prior to starting demolition. 

Conduct of Assessment: The RFFO assessment was an activity oversight of the Kaiser- 
Hill ERE conducted from 3 through 10 February 1998 by the seven member team who 
signed below. The assessment was conducted in accordance with the Assessment 
Program Operating Procedure and the Assistant Manger for Environmental Compliance 
Addendum to the Assessment Procedure for Environmental Readiness Evaluations. The 
building was visited by team members at various times, interviews were conducted, and a 
number of documents were reviewed. 

The result of the assessment 
Kaiser-Hill performed a comprehensive Environmental Readiness Review of the 
demolition activities planned by the contractor and is performing adequate oversight of the 
demolition activities in B 123. Two pre-start findings were identified in addition to the 
nine predemolition findings identified in the Kaiser-Hill ERE report. The findings 
identified by KH are; the Demolition Permit must be issued by the Colorado Department 
of Public Health and Environment (CDPHE), the final radiation survey completed and 
accepted by RFFO, all radioactive equipment removed, a Radioactivity Contingency Plan 
developed and accepted, Activity Hazard Analyses developed, the Demolition Plan 
approved by CDPHE, Training records for the subcontractor reviewed, qualifications for 
the subcontractor personnel reviewed, and the responsibility for safety identified by name 
for the subcontractors. These findings must be corrected and approved prior to starting 
demolition. 

1 



Assessment Report 

Prestart Findings (must be corrected to DOE satisfaction prior to start of work): 
B 123 Project management has not adequately i d e n s i d  and addressed removal of 
cabling within electrical conduit that is connected to the building prior to demolition 
This condition was not addressed in any of the documents reviewed. A potential 
exists for degradation of alarm, telephone, andor Life, Safety, Disaster Warning 
(LSDW) systems if the cabling is left in place and then removed as debris during the 
demolition process. Project management shall demonstrate that suffcient controls are 
in place for identifying and removal of associated cabling prior to demolition of the 
building. 
The completed bracing plan, activity hazard analyses, hoisting and rigging checklist, 
and lifting plan will need DOE review prior to commencement of the associated 
activities. These reviews may be concurrent with the KH reviews. 

Post-Start Findings (must be corrected but not prior to the start of work in the field): 
The following comments to FBO410-03-1; B123 Demolition, regarding PPE and 

. reference to source of training requirements were idenMied as safety Concerns and. 
should be resolved. IWCP FBO410-03-1; B123 Demolition, Section 7: PPE lacks 
detail and does not meet the intent of IWCP-3. The note allows for changing the 
document if additional PPE is needed. The following PPE requirements are in the 
DWRC HSP: 

3.1: Specific PPE required at all  times are hard hat, safety glasses, and safety 
shoes. Additional PPE to be specified in AHA. 
4.0: PPE is more specific that safety glasses must have side shields. Orange vests 
for proximity to vehicle traffic or heavy equipment, and leather gloves when 
handling debris. It is not clear why minimum PPE of DWRC HSP is not included. 
As written work cannot begin if PPE is added, until M&S concurs, an unnecessary 
work delay. 

The following comments to the Demolition Plan regarding Lon0 during demolition 
and the absence of LOR0 requirements in FBO410-03-1 should be resolved. 
Demolition Plan, Page 9, section 2.2.2 Requires the following: Steam and gas utilities 
on rack to be LO/TO during demolition [for original east-north wing]. The ability to 
install the LOR0 for this utility rack will be dependent on the weather, because 
Lon0 of steam and condensate stops flow to B 112, 11 1, and 115. The installation of 
this LOR0 requires the support of another WETS organization and they have not 
been identified in the work package under “notifications”. It appears that this LoKO 
issue has not been discussed with DCI Utilities, and clearly this LOR0 would control 
DWRC ability to demolish the East wing of the building. 

Demolition Plan, Page 13, section 3.3: Isolating, L O R 0  of utilities specific 
words reference direction provided by W C P  and then lists systems such as 
sanitary sewer and lawn sprinkler. Again the WCP package makes no reference 
to these LO/TO requirements. Furthermore, it is not clear how LOA’O of the 
sanitary sewer system would be accomplished. Also, HSP 2.08 the local LO/TO 
procedure does not require Lon0 for domestic water (Le., lawn sprinklers). It is 
not expected that the contract specification recognize HSP 2.08 requirements, 
however the IWCP package should properly dcfine LOR0 requirements. 

2 



Assessment Report 

e KH should i d e n m  actions or plans to prevent the recurrence of the W O  identified 
pre-start finding for future D&D projects. 
KH and RMRS should identify actions or plans for technical accuracy review of IWCP 
work package prior to it’s use for future D&D projects. In this project the work 
package was wrinen in September 1997 and will be used in March 1998. 
KH and RMRS should evaluate the process for maintaining multiple inter related 
documents such that they accurately reflect building conditions (e.g., IWCP, 
Demolition Plan, and Contract Specifications). 

* 

41 

Observations (provided for information or action as Kaiser-Hill as deems appropriate): 
Table 4-1 of the Demolition Plan identifies approximately 3,500 cubic yards of sanitary 
waste to be disposed of by USA Waste. Interviews revealed that the c m n t  skips 
(waste removal containers) are not designed to handle the battering and beating 
incurred by dumping concrete. The current skips may be severely damaged requiring 
DOUKaiser-Hill to purchase this equipment thus generating further waste. Based on 
the amount of debris and the nuinber ofskips needed for removal, it is anticipated that 
approxhriately 650 round trips will be required to remove all the demolition debris. 
Logistical problems with inadequate equipment and an insufficient number of drivers 
could create a bottleneck during the critical cleanup schedule. Contract requirements 
should address the use of rock skips and additional drivers. (Weakness) 
The demolition Plan, specification 02050, and FBO410-03-1 do not accurately reflect 
the work that will be accomplished during demolition. Some work identified is 
currently being performed. (Weakness) 
Project management did not recognize the need to control the disconnection of cabling, 
within conduit connected to B123. (Weakness) 
It appears that the job site walkdown process during IWCP preparation did not 
recognize the need to evaluate cabling within electrical conduit external to the 
building. (Weakness) 
The Traffic Plan for Building 123 Demolition Project states that access to the Medical 
Center, Building 122, will be maintained from the north. The Plan further states that 
“Problems with access to Building 122 will be addressed as necessary during the 
demolition sequence.” If access is beiig maintained from the north, what further 
problems are anticipated? Potential problems should be identified and addressed prior 
to commencement of demolition. (Weakness) 
Environmental regulatory requirements have been met for start-up of the demolition 
phase, pending completion of the pre-demolition findings identified the K-H report 
“Closure Project’s Assessment of B 123 Demolition Phase”. Additional environmental 
requirements may apply during demolition. 
Section 7 of the Work Control Package identifies personnel protective equipment 
(PPE) listed as the minimum required, yet the subsection for PPE only identifies 
equipment as required by area postings and the RWP. All radiological 
decontamination requiring an RWP will be completed prior to building demolition; 
therefore, why the requirement for an RWP during the demolition phase? Since PPE 
requirements are identified, at a minimum, in the Demolition Plan, those requirements 

. 

’ 
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should also be identified in the Work Control Package to facilitate review by 
workforce personnel. 
Section 2.3.5 Waste Handling of the Statement of Work identifies Specifications 
01610 and 02050 as providing detail on the management of waste. This subsection 
further identifies that the general requirements for disposal of various types of 
generated waste for this project axe found in Section 2.4. Section 2.4 is not in the 
Statement of Work Recommend removal of this statement or include as an addendum 
or revision. 
Revisions to the Demolition Plan are not identified with appropriate revision bars, 
making comparisons to earlier editions of the Plan difficult. Recommend that future 
documentation contain this provision. 
The KH team should evaluate the effectiveness and value of having several 
subcontractors on contaminated buildings. It may be more efficient to have on-site 
personnel trained to perform the work 
The principles of Integrated Safety Management have been incorporated into the €3 123 
demolition project. 
The KH project manager is very involved in the project on a daily basis and the KH 
safety representative attends the Plan of the Day every day and makes tours through 
the work site at least weekly. (Strength) 
KH has been taking the proper corrective actions when problems are found. Workers 
are constantly being trained and briefed on what to expect and what actions to take 
when they frnd something unexpected. (Strength) 
Project management took proper actions to address cabling in conduit when this 
discrepancy was identified. (Strength) 
The subcontractors management have demonstrated positive control of work 
activities, controlling unplanned events, and an appropriate level of involvement to 
ensure that organizational commitments to safety are met. (Strength) 
Production meetings and pre-evolutionary briefs are thorough, conducted in 
accordance with COOP requirements, and have an appropriate level of work force 
interactiodparticipation. (Strength) 
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Assessment Report 

Signed: 

-----.- Mike Erickson (lead) >b a Brandon Williamson &L e 

Jon Dion ,,y ,/i-o?-2 '\ Eva Bryson 
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KAISER - HILL 
C O M P A N Y  

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM 
.- 

DATE: May 6,1998 

TO: Jill Bruse, Engineering and Integration, Building 130, X4807 
Vern Guthrie, Rocky Mountain Remediation Services, Building T13OF, X7419 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Kent Dorr,,D&D Programs, Building 130, X6034 

RESPONSE TO DOE POST START ASSESSMENTS FOR THE BUILDING 123 
t .a JL -2 : *._-__. -- 

DECOMMISSIONING PROJECT - KAD-038-98 

Please find the following responses to the post start assessments received from DOE 
concerning the Building 1 23 Decommissioning Project. The responses have been reviewed 
and commented on by Larry Maghrak of DOE. 

Where appropriate, the responses and actions taken by the project team will be included in the 
Lessons Learned Document of the Final Project Close-out Report. 

Personal Protective Equipment (PPE) is covered in the specific Activity Hazards Analysis 
(AHA) for the work tasks. General PPE is required for all personnel when inside the 
controlled work site fence. PPE is covered during the daily pre-evolution briefing. PPE can 
be added to the prerequisites section of the Integrated Work Control Program (IWCP) 
package. There have been no work delays or safety issues encountered as a result of not 
having the correct PPE for the work as identified. 

Lock Outrrag Out (LOTO) for the Building 123 is managed through the IWCP for the 
project. Support organizations for LOTO do'not need to be identified by company name, 
but a point of contract should be referenced in the package. The correct organizations are 
contacted to assist and work the necessary tasks needed to support LOTO. Coordination is 
always an important factor, and this needs to be verified, not assumed. The IWCP package 
should not define the LOTO requirements. The LOTO procedure defines the requirements, 
and there will be no deviation from a controlled procedure. The lWCP package references 
the procedure, and this procedure is a contractual document that Denver West Remedia tion 
and Constructors shall follow. 

Kaiser-Hill will continue to seek suggestions, comments, and the opinions of project team 
members. RFFO was a welcomed member to the project team, and their input will be 
asked for on future projects. 



, 
May 6, 1998 
Distribution 

Page 2 
KAD-038-98 

Kaiser-Hill understands that the IWCP package for any project is a dynamic document, and 
that updates to the package will occur through the execution phase of a project. The IWCP 
package warrants constant attention to ensure the quality and incorporation of Engineering 
Changes, Field Change Orders, and Scope Changes. Quality control of the IWCP package, 
contract documents, and other project documents are a high priority for all Kaiser-Hill 
projects. Kaiser-Hili is working to incorporate a system to manage and better maintain the 
integrity of all project documents to ensure compliance. 

If you have any questions, please contact my office. 

sak 

cc: 
Larry Maghrak 



FAX NO, 9664780 P, 02 

United States Government -- Department of Energy. 

0 memorandum Rocky Flats Field Office 

DAW. 

REPLY TO 

ATW m AMEC:F?CD:MOB:03365 

GVBJECT: Approval to Procted with Building 123 Dcrnolition 

TO: Alan Parker, Vice President 
Closure Rrojects Integration 
Raiser-Hill Company, L. L. C 

Your quest 'ktter, 98-FP42467, dtd 5/8/98, subject as above' to commence Building 

123 Demolition is approved for the north and west wings. The Rocky Flats Field Office 

Fkvbumcntal Readiness Evaluation (ERE) team will continue to monitor the project to 

ensure that start-up is smooth and that the post-start-up findings arc closed. 

Deputy Manager for Technical Programs 

CC: 
E. Kray, CbPm 
R. Warther, DNFSB 
T. Wedock, EH-24, HQ 

M. Weis, AMPA, RE;r"O 
I). Lowe, AME, W O  
EL fitch, E W ,  RFFO 

J. LRgarc, W E ,  RFFo 

E 
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May 21,1998 98-W-02710 
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FINAL CLOSE-OUT REPORT RF/RMRS-98-253.UN 
FOR THE BUILDING 123 REVISION 0 
DECOMMISSIONING PROJECT EFFECTIVE DATE: 9/24/98 e 

Attachment 6 

Property Disposal Inventory, Economic Disposition Plan, and 
Documentation of Proper Storage and Handling 





FINAL CLOSE-OUT REPORT RF/RMRS-98-253.UN 
FOR THE BUILDING 123 REVISION 0 
DECOMMISSIONING PROJECT EFFECTIVE DATE: 9/24/98 

This attachment includes the following: 

1 . Property Disposal Inventory/Economic Disposition Plan* 

2. Documentation of Proper Storage 

3. Documentation of Completion of the Waste Chemical Actions 

*The Property Disposal Inventory and the Economic Disposition Plan are the same document. Economic 
disposition is noted directly for each item inventoried. 

*The Property Disposal InventoryEconomic Disposition Plan included in this Attachment is general. 
Additional disposal information has been generated and is of considerable size and is on file with K-H 
SSSOl Department. 
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DynCorp of Blorado, Inc. 
Inieroffice Memorandum 

DATE February 28, 1998 \ 

Grover Snipes, Property Management Director. Bldg. 06 I ,  X9834 

Grover Snipes, Property Management Director, Bldg. 061, X9834 TO 

FROM 

SUBJECT MEMO FOR THE RECORD-GES-029-98 

On February 27, 1998, Rick Perry, Kaiser-Hill and Grover Snipes, DCI. conducted a physical 
walk-down and confirmed that the few remaining items &om building 123 that have not been 
disposed o f  are stored properly. 

GES:ds 

cc: 
Rick Perry 

Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site P.O. Box 464 T130D Golden, Colorado 80402-0464 



DynBrp of Colorado, Inc. 
Infer0 ffice Memorandum 

DATE February 28, 1998 

TO 

FROM 

Grover Snipes, Property Management Director, Bldg. 061, X9834 

Grover Snipes, Property Management Director, Bidg. 061, X9834 

SUBJECT MEMO FOR THE RECORD-GES-029-98 

On February 27, 1998, Rick Perry, Kaiser-Hill and Grover Snipes, DCI, conducted a physical 
walk-down and confirmed that the few remaining items &om building 123 that have not been 
disposed of are stored properly. 

GES:ds 

cc: 
Rick Peny 

Rocky Flats Envimunental Technology Site * P.O. Box 464 * T130D Golden, Colorado 80402-0464 

\ 



iginator Ltr Log # 

!f&3)4- 97 
Rocky Mountain 
Remedlation Services, L,LC 
- . . pmtecfing UIO envlmmurt 

Rocky F W  Envlroiwencrt Tcchuology Sita 
P.O. Box 464 
OolaeO. colorado 80402-0464 
Phone:(303) 966-5358 
Far (303)966-4641 

I GRK-3 16-97 

Ref: Mikc JC~IKI~D&S MJJ-061-97, WASTE CEIEMKXL PROGRAM COMPLETION OF CONSENT 
ORDER WASTE CHEMICAL REMOVAL ACfIONS, October 22, I997 

As Envirumenral &nagex for RMRS, I h e  r a d  the Waste Chemical Project Ran and the governing 
Compliance Order on Consent 

Additionally, f am in receipt of Icalser-HWs wmspondeun &red October25 1997 ictforming RMRS 
that thc Waste Chemical Program (the "Program") persoonel have completed their waste chemical 
mrii~vnl actloons in the B123 Facility Group. I have advised Ron HeitIand (Decommissioning Manager) 
and Ernie Bentsen (h~konmental Cootdimtor) that, f?om the date ofthis correspondence, all non- 
excludcd waste chemicals located in this Facility must be managed b accordance with RCRA 
requitemans. Failurc to do so may result in reguia(0ry mtitics assessing fines or penalties against rhe 
o'wncx or managu of tho waste chemicals. 

RMRS owns 110 Exchkd ChmicaXs In f i e  BI 23 F&Iity Group. In the went that Excluded Chemicals 
would be found, 1 understand that additions to the list of Excluded Clietnicals must be approved by both 
Kaisw-fiill's Waste Chemical Pr~gsam Manager and the Colorado Dcpartmenr of Public H a l &  and 
Environment's Pmgmm lvfanagw, Any Exduded chernicais in the B123 Facility Group will be madaged 
ixl acmrdmce with the inspection requkemenl~ set fortb ~II the Compliance Order on Conscnt as well as 
the provisions of the Waste Chemical Project P h  

cc: 
Jmnings 

Karen Lavorato 
Alan Ruicw 



FINAL CLOSE-OUT REPORT RF/RMRS-98-253.UN 
FOR THE BUILDING 123 REVISION 0 
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Attachment 7 

Reconnaissance Level Characterization Report 
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RECONNAISSANCE LEVEL CHARACTERIZATION REPORT 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 

Due to the change in mission of the Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site (RFETS) from 
the production of nuclear components to environmental cleanup and shutdown, Building 123 and 
its associated facilities have no identified mission after Fiscal Year 1997. Accordingly, Building 123 
is being decommissioned to reduce RFETS operating costs and hazards. 

1.1 PURPOSE 

The purpose of this Reconnaissance Level Characterization Report (RLCR) is to present a 
summary of the available historical data and process information relating to the Building 123 
Cluster. Characterization includes identification of the type, quantity, condition, and location of 
both conficmed and potential sources of radioactive and hazardous substances within the subject 
area. The following facility information incorporates Building 123 project files and pertinent data 
from various sources. The report is to serve as a practical reference during the decontamination 
and decommissioning efforts. 

This project will facilitate the decommissioning of Buildings 123, 1 13, 1 14, and 123s; remediation 
of Individual Hazardous Substance Sites (IHSSs) 121 and 148; partial closure of Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Unit 40; and decontamination of radiologically- 
contaminated facility systems. The Building 123 slab and foundation will be removed as required 
to remediate any subsurface contamination as dictated by soil sampling results. . .  a 1.2 SCOPE 

The information presented in this report supports the task defined in the Proposed Action 
Memorandum (PAM) for the Department of Energy (DOE) and pertains only to Building 123 and 
associated facilities. The review of historical records and the collection of process knowledge 
information details the operational history from original building construction to present. 

1.3 METHODOLOGY 

The general methodology employed for the preparation of this report involved the identification, 
location, collection, and review of available Building 123 records. The information sources 
examined in the course of this effort are listed in Section 5.0. - 
Collection of process information included interviews with RFETS employees whom had first- 
hand process knowledge of Building 123 operations. The individuals are identified in the project 
files. 

Comprehensive physical inspections of all accessible areas of Building 123 were conducted 
during the months of April and May 1997 and will continue as decommissioning progresses. The 
primary objectives of the inspections are: 

To confirm the accuracy of file documentation pertaining to as-built or modified facility 

To confirm and improve the accuracy of current facility inventory records of radioactive 

construction equipment installations and general facility conditions. Physical hazards are 
addressed in the Building 123 project specific Health and Safety Plan (HASP). 

materials, special nuclear materials, hazardous materials, facility-related equipment, and to 
obtain volume estimates for wastes which will be generated during decommissioning 
activities. 
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e To locate, identify, and document any facility condition or problem situation which had not 

To identify equipment, structures, process lines, and associated items which will require 

been previously identified or otherwise documented in building records or files. 

field surveys and/or analytical sampling for the purposes of further characterization of the 
Building 123 facilities. Sampling activities will be conducted prior to decommissioning 
efforts. Routine and decommissioning effectiveness surveys as part of an In-Process 
Characterization (IPC) will be conducted throughout the decommissioning process. 

e 

e To support the Building 123 Project Execution Plan (PEP) 

A summary of conditions within each area of Building 123 is provided in Appendix A. Appendix A 
also identifies surveys or sampling required as a part of the IPC effort. 

1.4 SUMMARY 

A detailed examination of process knowledge and documents, relating to Building 123 was 
initiated in April 1997. As part of this examination, a comprehensive survey of historical records 
was undertaken to determine the location and character of any radioactive and hazardous 
contaminants present in the area. A room by room compilation of relevant process knowledge 
and characterization information is presented in Section 4.0. The general conclusions drawn from 
this examination are as follows: 

Presently, Building 123 is in a fully operational condition. All required utility services (Le., electrical 
service, water supply, and natural gas supply) are active. Building air ventilation and High 
Efficiency Particulate Air-(HEPA) filtered exhaust systems, instrument air supply compressors, 
and necessary radiological monitoring instrumentation systems are in normal continuous operation. 
All manually-actuated and automated fire/alarm suppression systems are operational. All installed 
facility security and radiological alarm systems are normal. All remote-handling mechanisms and 
auxiliary facility support equipment are operational or are available for activation and use. 

Building 123-presently houses a small inventory of materials and equipment which are 
radioactive, radioactively-contaminated, and/or contain hazardous substances. 

Equipment which was thought to contain hazardous substances were put in the Idle Equipment 
Program (IEP). This ensured that the equipment fluids would be tested for the presence of 
hazardous substances. Equipment fluids found to contain a hazardous substance were removed 
during deactivation. Due to the age of the facility, considerable amounts of asbestos are present 
in the insulation and building materials. Lead is present in the vault shielding and in some of the 
building materials. 

1.5 CONCLUSIONS 

Based on review of the available information, it was determined that limited additional sampling 
and radiation surveys would need to be conducted prior to completing the project. The following 
decisiondobservations were made from the Reconnaissance Characterization data and additional 
sampling which was conducted in the April to June 1997 time frame. Table 1-1, "Summary of 
B123 Characterization" presents a brief overview of the results for each room. Radiological 
values are presented in Table 3-3 of this document. 
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1 S.1 Radiological Surveys 

Historical reports indicate that there are no areas within Building 123 which have significant 
amounts of unidentifieduncontrolldunmarked radioactive contamination. There are some areas 
which are clearly identified as contamination areas. As equipment is removed from Building 123 
facilities, sampling and analysis for fixed radiation contamination will be completed. Current 
planning is to decontaminate all rooms which handled significant quantities of radioactive material. 
Preliminary Scoping Surveys of all laboratories and RMMAdRCAs were conducted during the 
month of June 1997. Fixed contamination was found in Rooms 105,106,109,123A and 125 as a 
result of the scoping surveys. Further evaluation of these rooms will be conducted to identify 
radioactive isotopes that are present. 

1.5.2 Hazardous Chemicals Evaluation 

Although there were hazardous chemicals used in Building 123 facilities, all excess and hazardous 
chemicals have been inventoried and are scheduled to be removed from Building 123 facilities 
during the deactivation process. Should a chemical be found during the decommissioning 
process, the chemical will be handled in accordance with existing chemical identification and 
handling procedures. Areas such as the perchloric acid hoods will be smeared with pH paper to 
identify acid residues which may exist to be decontaminated. 

1.5.3 Asbestos inspections 

The specific quantity and distribution of asbestos containing material (ACM) has been estimated 
based on tWo(2) current asbestos building inspections which are documented in the following 
reports: 

“Asbestos Inspection and Operations and Maintenance Plan for Building 123”, Department of 
Energy Project No. 108230, December 31,1996. 

Asbestos Characterization Report: Addendum to Building 723 Inspection, SEG,CO Rev. 0 April 
29,1997. 

Walkdowns conducted in April 1997 revealed that there is asbestos in some insulation material, 
and potentially in some ceiling tiles, floor tiles, mastic and wall board compound. Much of the 
insulation material has been wrapped in place to prevent the asbestos from being disturbed. 
The other areas which have a potential for containing asbestos are in good condition. Further 
sampling and asbestos abatement will precede any activity which would disturb the potential 
asbestos containing material. - 

I 

I 
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W = Wall Board 
T = Tile (floor) 

Y = Yes. Detectable 
N = Not Detected 

P = Pipe lnsulabon NS = Not Suspect 

Room Number Asbestos Be Lead Rad. Acids Misc. 
>1% ug/ft* Paint Cont. Used 

PPm 

100 West Entry Wrr/P NS Y N N 

101 Office I Wn/P I N S 1  Y N I N I 
101A Office I W/T/P I N S I  Y I N I N I 
102 Office I W/T/P I N S I  Y I N I N I 
102A Office I Wn/P I N S 1  Y 1 N I N I 
103 Reagent Lab 

103A Special Bioassay I W/T/P 1 N 1 Y I N I Y I RCNRMMA 

105 Spike & Electroplating Prep. 1 Wn/P 

I N S /  Y 1 Y 1 Y 

106 Office I Wn/P I N S I  Y I N I N I 
107 Office I W/T/P 1 N I Y I N I N I 
107A Office I Wn/P I N S 1  Y 1 N 1 N 1 
109 Office I N I N 1  Y I Y I  N I  CS137 

109A Storage 1 W/T I N (  Y ( N 1  N l  CS137 

1098 Storage I W/T I N I Y I N I N I CS137 

109C Storage W/T I NS I Y I N 1 N I RCNRMMA 

111 Beryllium& Bacteriology I W/P I 2.04 I Y 1 N 1 Y I 
112Environrnental Soil Lab I W/P I .55 I Y I N I Y I RCA 

1 13 Men’s Restroorn 1 P 1 N S 1 2 7 0 0 1  N I N 1 
1138 Men’s Locker Room 1 P I N S 1 9 0 1 N l  N 1 
11 5 Office I P I N S 1 4 0 0 0 1  N I N I 
121 Hallwaynear103&133 I W/P I N I Y I N I N 1 

RCRA ck. I w n ~ p l N l y l N / N  pts. 

RCRA 
/RMMA 

1 13A Janitor‘s Storage I N S I  Y I  N I  I 

121A Office I I N S I Y I N /  N I  

I wn/P I I I I I 122 Office 

123 HPI Lab Wn/P I NS I Y I N I N I RCNRMMA 

123A Hall to Exit Lockers I P 1 . 3 7 1  Y l N l  N 

Table 1-1 Summary Of 8123 Characterization 



a 

Room Number 

124 Electroplating Lab 
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Asbestos B e  Lead Rad. Acids Misc. 
>1% uglft2 Paint Cont. Used 

PPm 

WR/P NS Y N N RCRA 

131 C Off ice 

126 Gas Chromatograph I W/T/P 1 N I Y I N I N I - R C A  

126A Office I W/T/P I N S )  Y 1 N I N I 

W/P/T 

1268 Off ice I W/T/P I N S (  Y I Y I N I 

1338 Office 

133C Office 

NS I Y I N I Y I RCNRMMA 

NS I Y I N 1 N I RCA/RMMA 

N s I y I N I N I  
N I y l N I  N I  
NS I 2300 I N 1 N 1 
N I y I N I  N I  

N S I Y I N I N I  

135 Alpha Spec:& Liquid Scint. ~ 1 W / P F  I -NS 1 Y 1 N I N 1 RCA:Tritium 

137Small RoomatTruck Dock I N 1 NS 1 Y I N I N 1 

139 SE Entry Airlock I T I N S ( Y I N I N (  - 
140 Hallway near 140A I T/P ( N S I  Y I N I  N 1 
140A Off ice I T/P I N S (  1 0 1  N I N 1 

Lab & C-14 

138 Office I I N S I  Y I  N I  I 

141 Office I w/T I N S 1  Y I  N I  I 
142 Office I w/T I N S /  Y I  N I  I 
143 Office I -r I N S I Y I N I N I  

143A Office I T  

RCA; lead 
bricks 

146 Office I w/T I N S )  Y I  N l  I 
Y N N I wK I NS 

147 Office 

I 

I 
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Room Number Asbestos  B e  Lead Rad. Acids Misc. 
>1% ug/ft2 Paint Cont. Used 

PPm 

150 Office 1 W/T I N S 1  1 8 0 1  N I N I 

155A TLD Irradiator N NS Y N N Sealed 
Gamma 
Source 

I w/T l N S l Y l N I  y l  156 Use of Radioactive Spikes, 
etc. 

159 West Utility Room I w  
160 Off ice WK 

- 

N I  Y I  N N I 
N S I Y I N I N I  

~~ 

164 Hallway in front of 163 I w f i I N S l Y l N I N I  

165Computer Room (SEcorner) 1 WK I NS I 10 I N I N I 
I he Hadiological Contamination Survey Forms are available upon request. - 

e 

e 
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1.5.4 Lead Paint Inspection and Sampling 

A complete lead inspection and sampling event of Building 123 was conducted in April 1997 and 
is documented in the report titled Lead Characterization Report for Building 723, Rev. 0, May 
1,1997. The analysis of paints included total lead, chromium, cadmium and arsenic. A total of 21 
paint samples were collected from the building. Results indicated that 20 of 21 samples 
demonstrated detectable levels of lead. Although questions have been raised regarding waste 
disposal practices, computer modeling and leachability studies have demonstrated that lead iin 
paint, if it exists, will not create a landfill disposal problem. 

1 S.5 Beryllium Sampling 

Beryllium metal was removed from Building 123 facilities during the deactivation process. 
Historically, Be was handled in Rooms 11 1 and 112. Sampling activities for Be were conducted 
in the building in February and again in June 1997. The results of the sampling effort 
demonstrated that all results recorded were well below the RFETS site housekeeping level af 25 
ug/W. Three swipes taken showed trace results (.37 to 2.04 ug/fP) in Rooms 123A, 1 1 1 , and 
112. The first decommissioning effort in these rooms will be to wipe down and thoroughly clean 
all surfaces. This effort is to remove any dust on equipment which may contain lead(Pb) or We. 

1.5.6 PCB Evaluation 

A walkdown of Building 123 was conducted on June 16,1997 to assess the presence of PCB 
items in the building. The only suspect items identified include light ballasts and gasket materials 
associated with the HVAC system for the building. Building 123 fluorescent lights and light 
ballasts will be removed and disposed in accordance with appropriate RFETS procedures. 
Gasket materials will be assessed at the time of their removal and managed as waste as 
necessary. 

The B123 Cluster Decommissioning Project Specific HASP contains information on how the 
above information will be implemented as the decommissioning effort is completed. 

2.0 BUILDING 123 PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION 

2.1 SUMMARY DESCRIPTION OF THE BUILDING 123 CLUSTER 

The main structure in the Building 123 Cluster (Figure 2-1) is Building 123, a bioassay laboratory 
and a dosimetry counting and distribution facility. Associated structures include Building 11 3, a 
medical records storage facility (which originally sewed as a guard shack); Building 1 14, a small 
outdoor shelter; and Building 123S, a metal storage unit for containerized waste. Building 
locations are indicated in Figure 2-2. This section describes the physical arrangement of principal 
buildings in the Building 123 Area, including architectural and structural features, significant 
equipment, environmental control systems and safety aspects of each building. 

- 

I 
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Figure 2-1 Building 123 Area Location 
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Building 123 is located on Central Avenue between Third and Fourth Streets (Figure 2-1). Figure 
2-2 indicates the location of the building relative to other RFETS facilities. The building has been 
in use since its original construction in 1953, with additions completed in 1968, 1972, and 1974, 
The general areas of the building and approximate construction dates are: 

East and North Wing (Rooms 100-135) - 1952 
Addition to East Wing (Rooms 139-151) - 1968 
West Wing (Rooms 154-163) - 1972 
Addition to East Wing (Room 165) - 1974 

Currently, the facility covers approximately 19,000 square feet and is a single level building 
constructed on grade with approximately 14 foot ceilings. Construction material is mostly concrete 
with a built-up asphalt roof. Modifications have been made to the building interior after the original 
construction of each area. Areas have been remodeled including installation and removal and 
partition walls, laboratory fixtures and other items. Sections of piping have been installed, 
removed and modified during the life of the facility. In addition, piping insulation in some areas has 
been replaced. Therefore, the possibility exists for a specific system, room or area to contain 
both asbestos containing materials (ACM) and non-ACM. 

Heating, ventilating, and air conditioning (HVAC); electricity; gas and compressed air; steam; 
water; process waste; sewer; fuel oil; and fire protection utility systems serve the building. 

2.2 SPECIFIC DESCRIPTION OF THE BUILDING 123 CLUSTER 

2.2.1 Foundations 

Foundations for Buildings 123 and 1 13 are horizontal, poured-in-place, reinforced concrete-spread 
footings that vary in depth from 3 feet to 9 feet below grade. Reinforced concrete grade beams, 
16 inches to 18 inches wide and 10 inches to 13 inches thick, rest on the spread footings. 
Concrete grade walls 10 1/2 inches to 12 inches thick and 4 feet. 6 inches deep support the 
exterior walls. Foundations for Building 123s and 114 consist of horizontal, poured-in-place, 
reinforced concrete slabs on grade. 

2.2.2 Structural Framing 

Framing members used in Buildings 123 and 1 13 include columns constructed of metal beams 
resting on slab footings and supporting corrugated walls and ceilings. The majority of the beams 
are painted with industrial epoxy paint. The structural framing in Building 123s consists of steel 
l-beams resting on a reinforced concrete slab on grade. Building 1 14 is constructed of concrete 
blocks resting on reinforced concrete slab on grade. 

2.2.3 Exterior Walls 

- 

Exterior walls of Buildings 123 and 1 14 are made of concrete blocks. The walls are not insulated. 
Outer surface of the concrete walls are painted. Exterior walls of Building 123s are composed of 
sheet metal. The walls are not insulated. The outer surface of the sheet metal walls are painted. 
Exterior walls of Building 1 13 are composed of stucco rock and concrete over concrete block walls. 
The walls are not insulated. 

2.2.4 Floors 

The floor slabs in Building 123, 123S, 1 13 and 1 14 are poured-in-place, reinforced concrete 6 to 8 
inches thick, with a barrier on a gravel base. 
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0 2.2.5 Roofs 

The Building 123 roof is a built-up membrane, constructed of cormgated sheet metal and tar. 
Building 123s is constructed with sheet metal. Buildings 1 13 and 1 14 are built-up membranes, 
constructed of corrugated sheet metal, tar and pea gravel. 

2.2.6 Interior Walls 

Most interior walls in Building 123 are corrugated metal, concrete (shared walls with exterior walls) 
and cementitious board. Some hallways and offices have 1/2 inch chalk pressboard over 
concrete and/or corrugated metal walls. The interior walls are not insulated. Four interior/exterior 
walls (1/4 inch maximum thickness) in Building 123s are constructed of sheet metal and are not 
insulated. Interior walls in Building 114 consist of non-insulated concrete blocks. Building 113 has 
cementitious board over concrete walls. The walls in Building 113 are not insulated. 

2.2.7 Ceilings 

Ceilings in offices and hallways in Buildings 123 and 113 are comprised of suspended acoustical 
tile. Ceilings in Buildings 123s and 114 are constructed of sheet metal. 

2.2.8 Doors 

Most of the personnel doors in Building 123 are either solid steel, steel with louvers, or steel with 
safety glass windows. Building 123s consists of two steel doors. . Buildings 1 13 and 1 14 consist 
of two steel doors with safety glass windows. All doors in Buildings 123, 123S, 113 and 114 are 
enclosed in an aluminum frame. 

2.2.9 Windows 

There are approximately 90 exterior windows in Building 123. Building 123s does not have 
windows. Building 1 14 has four windows. Building 1 13 has four windows (each approximately 
3 X 12 feet). All exterior windows in Buildings 123, 123S, 1 13 and 1 14 are enclosed in an 
aluminum frame. 

2.2.10 Surface Finishes 

Most interior and exterior walls in Buildings 123, 123S, 113 and 114 are painted. Floors in 
Buildings 123s and 1 14 are unpainted concrete. Building 11 3 has carpet over unpainted 
concrete. Most hallways in Building 123 consist of asbestos tile over concrete. ApprQximately 
seventeen (1 7) labs consist of asbestos tile over concrete, twenty-seven (27) offices with 
carpet over tiles and twenty-three (23) offices with asbestos tile over concrete. 

3.0 GENERAL OPERATING HISTORY 

3.1 

3.1.1 Building 123 

Building 123 was one of the first ten (10) buildings constructed at Rocky Flats. Analytical 
laboratory, dosimetry and instrument calibration activities have been conducted in Building 123 
since construction of the building in 1953. Building 123 also provides office space for radiation 
health specialists, storage for all radiological health records, a laboratory for calibration and repair 
of criticality alarms and other repair/calibration shops. Building 123 once housed medical research 
until such operations were relocated to Building 122. 

OPERATING HISTORY OF BUILDINGS 123, 113, 114, AND 123s 
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The operation of the analytical laboratory generates approximately 95 percent of the building 
waste and stores the majority of hazardous chemicals, with minor contributions from the External 
Dosimetry (ED) and Health Physics Instrumentation (HPI) Sections. Standard utility services 
have also generated small amounts of waste in the past. 

The analytical laboratory analyzes environmental (air, water, soil, and vegetation), biological 
(urine, fecal material, and nose swipes), health physics (room air), and industrial hygiene samples 
(Be and organic vapors in room air), while the HPI Section repairs and calibrates radiation- 
detection instruments. The ED Section processes thermoluminescent dosimeters (TLDs) and film 
badges. The Radiological Records Section maintains occupational radiation exposure and dose 
records for radiation workers. 

The analytical laboratory procedures involve digesting samples to purify and concentrate the 
radiological constituents. Sample preparation operations generated the bulk of the building 
waste. Combustibles, rubber gloves, and broken glass generated in the Radioactive Materials 
Management Areas (RMMAs) were placed in accumulation areas for eventual handling and 
removal as low-level waste. Some sample waste and rinse solutions were washed down the 
process drain for subsequent treatment in Building 774 (in Building 374 after 1983). Liquid organic 
wastes were placed in special bottles and stored in satellite accumulation areas prior to transfer to 
the RCRA 90-day storage building and eventual shipment to Liquid Waste Operations. RCRA 
wastes were also collected in Satellite Accumulation Areas (SAAs); located in Rooms 103A, 124, 
125, 127, and 156. Wastes generated in non-RMMAs and monitorable lab trash were deposited 
in dumpsters for disposal in the RFETS landfill. 

Hazardous chemicals associated with Building 123 operations included nitric acid, hydrochloric 
acid, hydrofluoric acid, oxalic acid, ammonium hydroxide, formic acid, perchloric acid, toluene, 
isopropyl alcohol, ammonium thiocyanate, methanol, mercury, lead, cadmium, beryllium, sodium 
hydroxide, and potassium permanganate. 

During the past forty-four (44) years, building operations have resulted in varying degrees of 
radioactive and chemical contamination within the building. for example, interviews with Building 
123 occupants indicate that in the late 1960's or early 1970's, a liquid containing cesium was 
spilled on theconcrete floor in Room 109C. The floor was sealed to immobilize the contamination. 
Also, leaks or spills have potentially contaminated the soil adjacent to and beneath the building 
(see Section 3.2.3). 

' 

a 

3.1.2 Building 113 

Building 1 13 is a guardhouse that has been converted to office space (see Figure 2-2). 
Constructed of concrete with a flat roof, the building is similar to four other guardhouses that have 
already been removed from RFETS. No internal processes were located in this building. A 
Reconnaissance Level Characterization Survey of this building focused on bulletproof glass in 
the windows and the potential for lead-based paint on the blinds. No asbestos could be 
identified in the survey. However, potential exists for the presence of PCBs in the light ballasts- 

3.1.3 Building 114 

Building 114 is a small shelter used by RFETS employees as a waiting area for offsite 
transportation. The building encloses about 25 square feet. It is constructed of masonry blocks 
with a flat roof. There are no utilities associated with this building, and records indicate that the 
building has served no other function. 
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3.1.4 Building 123s 

Building 123s is a metal shed on a concrete slab. The shed encloses approximately 60 square 
feet. It was formerly used as a RCRA 90-day storage area by laboratories in Building 123. 
Organic wastes such as toluene and DDCP were stored there. The facility has been closed for 
approximately one (1) year. No waste or other material is currently stored in the shed. No utility 
hookups exist in the building. A visual inspection of the shed did not reveal any hazards 
associated with the structure. 

3.2 

3.2.1 RCRA Unit 40 

RCRA AND COMPREHENSIVE ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSE AND 
LIABILITY ACT (CERCLA) DESIGNATED AREAS 

The Building 123 area encompasses a portion of RCRA Unit 40, the plant-wide process waste 
system, a network of tanks and underground and overhead pipelines constructed to transport and 
temporarily store process wastes from point of origin to onsite treatment and discharge points. 
RCRA Unit 40 includes all overhead and underground and process waste lines in and around 
Building 123. Sections of Original Process Waste Lines (OPWLs) were replaced prior to 1975 
by either overhead lines or double-contained sections. Abandonment was documented by 
completed engineering drawings. In 1989, the process waste transfer system was upgraded. 
Sections of the overhead waste system were removed and replaced or converted to the new 
system. Contamination was not detected in any of the removed sections, and thus the sections 
were disposed at a sanitary landfill. 

3.2.2 IHSS 121 

The Building 123 area includes CERCLA-designated IHSS 121. IHSS 121 consists of RCRA 
Unit 40 underground Original Process Waste Lines (OPWLs) P-1 , P-2, and P-3. The lines 
transferred the following process waste from Building 123: 

Acids: 

a 
nitric acid (HN03), hydrofluoric acid (HF), sulfuric acid (H2S04), 

(H C104); 
hydrochloric acid (HCI), acetic acid (&H402), and perchloric acid 

Bases: ammonium hydroxide (NH40H) and sodium hydroxide (NaOH); 

Solvents: acetone, alcohols, cyclohexane, toluene, xylenes, triisooctomine, and 

various isotopes of plutonium (Pu), americium (Am), uranium (U), and 

ether; 

curium (Cm); 

- 

Radionuclides: 

Metals: beryllium (Be) (trace amounts); and 

Others: 

OPWL P-1 

ammonium thiocyanate, ethylene glycol, and possible trace amounts of 
polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs). 

Line P-1 was installed in 1968 and abandoned in June 1982. P-1 consists of a 3-inch 
polyethylene pipe inside a 4-inch steel pipe. Total length has been reported as 180 feet and 120 
feet, with outside lengths of 89 feet and 120 feet. Line P-1 exits the south side of the west wing 
of Building 123 and extends east along the south side of the building. 

a 
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Two manholes associated with P-1 were investigated in March 1994. The first manhole, located 
south of the west wing of Building 123, contains a north-south pipeline that appeared to be an 
active transfer line. The pipeline is approximately 5 feet below ground surface. The second 
manhole, associated with P-1 and P-2, is located south of the east wing of Building 123, and is 
approximately 5 feet deep. Pipes enter the manhole from the north, south, and east. All have 
been terminated and filled with concrete. According to current utility layout plans, a portion of the 
P-1 line exiting south of the west wing of Building 123 has been converted to the new process 
waste system. 

The 1986 OPWL Closure Plan indicated that no reportable releases have occurred at P-1 . 
However, the entire pipeline was identified on a location map in the 1988 Closure Plan as an area 
of reported release. 

OPWL P-2 

Line P-2 was installed in approximately 1952 or 1953 and decontaminated, removed, and 
replaced with inspectable pipe in June 1982. P-2 consists of a 4-inch cast iron pipe. Total length 
has been reported as 452 feet, with outside lengths of 92 feet and 158 feet. P-2 exits the south 
end of the east wing of Building 123, and connects to P-1 and P-3 at the southeast corner of the 
wing. Records indicate that the pipeline has undergone at least two modifications. A utility layout 
drawing indicates that Building 123 and pipes P-2 and P-3 have been extended south. . 

Reports indicate releases from P-2 beneath Building 123, and the entire pipeline has been 
identified on the location map as an area of reported release. 

OPWL P-3 

Line P-3 was installed in 1952 and was decontaminated, removed, and replaced with inspectable 
pipe in June 1982. P-3 consists of a 4-inch vitrified clay pipe with a total length of 162 feet. P-3 
exits the manhole southeast of the east wing of Building 123 and connects with OPWL Tank T-2 
in Building 441. 

No known reteases from P-3 have been recorded. However, the entire pipeline was identified on 
a location map in the 1988 Closure Plan as an area of reported release. 

3.2.3 IHSS 148 

IHSS 148 was part of former Operable Unit No. 13 (OU13) and is located beneath Building 123. 
IHSS 148 was established as a result of reported small spills of nitrate-bearing wastes along the - 
east side of the building. Leaks in the process waste line may have contributed to potentially- 
contaminated soil beneath the building. A detailed characterization was conducted from 
September 1993 to February 1995 as part of a Phase I RCRA Facility InvestigatiodRemedial 
Investigation (RFVRI). The characterization included high-purity germanium (HPGe) surveys, 
vertical soil profiles, surface soil sampling and soil gas surveys. 

Thirty-four (34) analytes were detected in the surface soil survey, including twenty-six (26) 
inorganic compounds and eight radionuclides. 

The soil-gas survey was conducted on a 25-foot grid in accordance with the OU13 RCRA Facility 
InvestigatiodRemedial Investigation (RFVRI) Work Plan. Sixty-four (64) soil-gas locations were 
sampled during the survey. 13 samples contained volatile organic compound (VOC) levels in 
excess of the 1 pg/L method detection limit. Benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylene 
(BTEX) fuel constituents were detected in samples collected from the perimeter of Building 123 
and within the west and east wings of the building. Trichlorofluorornethane (TCFM) was detected 
in nine samples distributed throughout the IHSS 148 area at levels up to 2.6 pg/L. 
Tetrachloroethane (PCE) was detected at 1.5 ps/L in a sample collected to the east of Building 
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123. The presence of organic extraction constituents is consistent with unconfirmed reports that 
such liquids used in radionuclide analyses were occasionally disposed onto the soil surface 
outside of Building 123 and allowed to evaporate. Analyses results indicate that subsurface 
infiltration precluded full evaporation. 

3.3 IDENTIFIED BUILDING HAZARDS 

The Reconnaissance Level Characterization survey identified no significant hazards associated 
with Buildings 123S, 1 13 and 1 14. Therefore, this discussion focuses on Building 123. Building 
123 has approximately 75 rooms or areas which are utilized as laboratories, dosimetry areas, 
calibration areas, storage for records and equipment, and office space. Potential hazards in the 
building are summarized in Appendix A. These hazards were identified by a review of the 
facility’s documents and a walkdown of the building by project personnel, assisted by building 
personnel knowledgeable of the facility’s past. 

Most of the potential hazards identified during the reconnaissance level characterization survey 
will be removed or eliminated during the preparatory activities prior to this project. 

1. All ACM will be removed by a separate licensed contractor prior to building 
decommissioning. 

The fluorescent light ballast will be inspected for PCBs prior to building decommissioning. 
Should the ballasts contain regulated levels of PCBs, they will be removed by the 
decommissioning contractor and packaged and shipped to a TCSA-regulated disposal 
facility by RMRS Waste Management. 

The liquid nitrogen system will be deactivated and the pressurized cylinders removed at 
the time the building tenants are relocated. 

Laboratory chemicals will be removed when the building tenants are relocated. 

Any material left in the building after the tenants depart will be addressed as part of this 
project. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

a 

6. Once the buildings are ready for decommissioning, utilities and facility safety systems will 
be disconnected by Site Power and Maintenance. 

3.3.1 Asbestos 

Asbestos Containing Materials (ACM) were inspected by a State certified inspector ;he week of 
April 7, 1997. This inspection is documented in Asbestos Characterization Report Addendum to 
Building 123 Inspection (April 1997). The inspection and evaluation was conducted in 
accordance with the guidelines specified in Asbestos Hazard Emergency Response Act (AtiERA) 
and in compliance with the US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), Occupational Safety and 
Health Administration (OSHA), and the State of Colorado regulations covering asbestos 
inspections. Abatement will be conducted by a contracted State qualified abatement company. 

The following ACM sources and approximate volumes will be abated prior to the initiation of 
decommissioning: Thermal System Insulation (900 linear feet), Cementitious Wall Board (3,450 
square feet), Drywall with tape and compound (4,000 square feet), Resilient Flooring (1 0,600 
square feet), Gray Paper Duct Insulation (100 square feet), and Mastic under Counter (40 square 
feet). Building 123 Asbestos Characterization Report, a subpart of the building’s 
Reconnaissance Characterization Report, documents this complete process. 
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3.3.2 Beryllium 

Two laboratories, Rooms 1 1 1 and 1 12, processed beryllium contaminated samples as part of 
environmental soil sampling tests. These areas were sampled (39 samples taken) by qualified 
beryllium sampling technicians and sent to an external analytical laboratory for analysis. No 
samples identified the presence of beryllium above the RFETS site housekeeping level of 25 
ug/ft? The sample results are documented in Table 1-1 of this report. 

3.3.3 Chemicals 

The chemicals in Building 123 are associated with the operations currently within that facility. 
They are being tracked by the RFETS Chemical Tracking Group under the "Right-to-Know" 
provisions of SARA and are being managed by the laboratories. These chemicals will be 
removed at the time active laboratory operations cease. Any chemicals remaining will be 
addressed by the RFETS Chemical Tracking Group which will utilize or lab-pack for disposal. 
The current inventory of the building includes nitric acid, hydrochloric acid, hydrofluoric acid, oxalic 
acid, ammonium hydroxide, formic acid, perchloric acid, toluene, isopropyl alcohol, DDCP, 
ammonium thiocyanate, methanol, mercury, lead, cadmium, beryllium, sodium hydroxide, and 
potassium permanganate. 

3.3.4 RCRA Hazardous Waste in SAAs 

The Satellite Accumulation Areas (SAAs) contain RCRA hazardous waste that was generated by 
the operations within the room in which it is stored. This waste will be characterized by "Process 
Knowledge" because the custodian is knowledgeable of all material that went into each SAA 
waste stream and has kept each waste segregated since generation. These waste streams are 
further tracked by the Site's SAA tracking system and is audited internally. This waste must be 
properly packaged, labeled, and shipped for storage or disposal prior to closing the accumulation 
areas. 

Representative waste types for each area are summarized as follows: 

Room 103A - Combustibles, waste isopropanol, DDCP/toluene 
Room 124 - Liquid waste methanol, isopropanol 
Room 125 - DDCP/toluene, isopropanol contaminated with toluene 
Room 127 - Hydrochloric acid, hydrofluoric acid, ethanol 
Room 156 - Combustibles, waste toluene/DDCP, isopropanol 

3.3.5 Perchloric Acid 

Perchloric acid hoods (5) occupy four rooms (105, 112,127 and 157 (2)) within Building 123. 
Over the years, perchloric acid may have crystallized in the hoods. The crystalline form may be 
shock sensitive and represents a potential physical hazard to the workers. To mitigate this 
hazard, the hoods and duct work will be flushed and the rinsate directed to the Site waste water 
treatment plant. 

3.3.6 Pressurized Gas Cylinders and Liquid Nitrogen 

Pressurized gas cylinders are used by the laboratories. Removal of these cylinders prior to the 
decommissioning effort will be conducted by the laboratory personnel when they are relocated. 
The liquid nitrogen system will also be disconnected and removed as part of this project by 
RFETS personnel when the utilities are disconnected. 
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3.3.7 Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs) 

PCBs may have been utilized in the light ballasts. Thus far, no other system has been identified 
in Building 123 with the potential of having PCBs present in the components. The light ballasts 
will be evaluated for PCBs once the building has been vacated and the lights are no longer 
needed. Should the light ballasts contain regulated concentrations of PCBs the decommissioning 
contractor will be required to remove the ballasts. They will be packaged and shipped by RMRS 
Waste Management. 

3.3.8 Radiological Contaminated Materials 

Radiological assessments have been conducted in Building 123 by RFETS Radiological 
Operations. The following areas have Radiological Material Management Areas (RMMA) mostly 
in laboratory hoods: RoomdLabs 103A, 105, 112, 124, 125, 156, 157, and 163. Radiological 
Contamination Areas (RCAs) are in RoodLabs 103A, 105, 1 12, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 135, 
149, 1 55A, 156, 157, 158, 163. Radiological sources are kept in Rooms/Labs 123, 126, and 
155A. All of these areas are being managed for their radiological characteristics. Specific survey 
data has been included for each room in Table 3-3. Results listed can be compared to the 
unrestricted release values in Table 3-4. 

3.3.9 Metals 

Metals (specifically lead, chromium, cadmium, and arsenic) were sampled from selected painted 
surfaces in Building 123 for industrial hygiene purposes. Site historical knowledge and the 
accredited inspector's knowledge were utilized in the sampling process. Twenty-one samples 
were taken and analysis was conducted by Atomic Absorption Spectroscopy by a third 
independent party. All paints indicated detectable levels of one or more of the metals. 
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Removable Total I 
Room Number Alpha 

~~ 

Below 
Unrestricted 

Limits 
Release 

Beta Alpha BetdGamma 

<18 I <205 I <60 I 1137, I YES 100 West Entry I 

124 Electroplating Lab 

I <205 I <60 I <455 I YES 101 Office I <18 

<18 <205 c60 <455 YES 

102 Office I <18 I <205 1 <60 I <455 I YES 

_ _ ~  ~~~~ _ _ ~  

<18 1 <205 I <60 I 951 I YES 

11 9 Ladies Bathroom I <18 I <205 I <60 1 906 I YES 

11 5 Office I 
122 Office 

123 HPI Lab I <18 I <205 I e60 I ~ 4 5 5  1 YES 

123A Hall to Exit Lockers 1 <18 I <205 I <60 I 7920 I NO 



Removable Total 

Beta 

c205 

Alpha BetdGamma Below 
Unrestricted 

Limits 
Release - 

c60 600 NO 

138 Office (Srn. Rrn. at Truck 
Dock) 

c18 
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Room Number v’ 
I 

I25 Radioactive Spikes I c18 

126 Gas Chromatograph I c18 ~ 2 0 5  I c60 I c455 I YES 

c205 I c60 1 ~ 4 5 5  I YE:S 1268 Office c18 

I26C Off ice I c18 
- 

c205 I <60 I 603 I YES 

I27 Bioassay c18 YES 

128 Office c18 YES 

131 Electronics Lab I c18 c205 I 120 I 681 I YES 

131C Office c18 c205 I c60 I c455 I YES 

132 East Utility Room c18 c205 I c60 I 1359 I ’ YES 

I33 External Dosimetry . c18 

133A Office I c18 

1338 Office c18 c205 I c60 I c455 I Y E S  

135 Alpha Spec. & Liquid Scint. 
Lab 

4 8  YES 

1 
137 Small Room at Truck Dock I c18 c205 1 c60 I 843 I YES 

c205 I c60 I 783 I YES 

c205 1 c60 I c455 1 YES 

140A Office c18 

141 Office c18 

142 Office Y E 3  

143 Office c18 c205 I c60 I I c455 I YES 

143A Office c l 8  c455 I Y E 3  

146 Office I <18 

147 Office I c18 

149 Office I c18 

150 Office I 4 8  
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Removable Total 

Below 
Unrestricted 

Limits 
Release 

Room Number 

c18 I e205 I <60 I ~ 4 5 5  - I Y E S  . 154 SW Entry Vestibule I 

Alpha Beta Alpha BetalGamma 

c18 1 c205 I <60 I <455 I YES 1 155 Office 

156 Use of Radioactive Spikes, 
etc. 

<18 I c205 I c60 I 792 I : Y E S  155A TLD Irradiator I 
<18 1 <205 1 <60 I <455 I Y E S  

158 Sample Receiving Station I <18 I <205 I ~ 6 0  1 <455 I Y E S  

c18 I <205 I c60 I ~ 4 5 5  1 . Y E S  

4 8  1 <205 1 <60 1 455 I YES 

<I8 1 c205 1 <60 I 455 I Y E S  

e18 I <205 I <60 I ~ 4 5 5  I YES 

c18 I e205 I <60 I ~ 4 5 5  I Y E S  

c18 I c205 1 e60 I e455 1 Y E S  

c18 1 <205 I c60 I C455 I YES 

<18 1 c205 I c60 I 933 I YES 

c18 I e205 I <60 I c455 I YES 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

159 West Utility Room 

160 Office 

161 Office 

162 Office 

162A Office 

1628 Office 

163 Air Sample Counting Room I 
164 Hallway in front of 163 

165 Computer Room (SE comer) I 
Entry 129 (NE entry) I c18 I <205 I <60 I 3087 I Y E S  
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Lead bricks and shielding are located through the radiological areas to lower the background and 
protect personnel. The largest volume of lead is used to shield detectors and sources. This 
material will be removed by the source owners or dispositioned through the DCI Property 
Utilization and Disposition Department. 

Building 123 was used for R&D in support of nuclear weapons production. Although a wide 
variety of activities were conducted in the building, large quantities of radioactive materials were 
not processed. 

Contamination is expected from Pu, U, and other materials processed in Building 123 laboratories. 
In addition, a wide variety of chemicals were used for laboratory tests. Many of these chemicals 
still remain in the building and are planned for removal through the deactivation process. 

Polychlorinated Biphenyls are also likely to be encountered in equipment and electrical devices. 
Due to the age of the facility, considerable amounts of asbestos are present in the insulation and 
building materials. Lead is also present in the glovebox shielding and in some of the building 
materials. 

3.4 DESCRIPTION OF OPERATIONS 

This section describes the research and development (R&D), and support operations which 
were previously conducted in Building 123. Because research operations were constantly 
changing during facility operations, only a general description of them is provided. Operations are 
separated into 14 general areas of responsibility and are described below by room number. 

3.4.1 Room 158 Receiving Station 

Room 158 functioned as the primary receiving point for radioactive and non-radioactive materials 
coming into Building 123. These materials are in the form of office supplies, building supplies, 
environmental samples, process area samples, laboratory reagents, electronic and dosimetry 
components and radioactive laboratory standards. This area has previously been used for 
storage of radioactive materials and LLW receptacles. 

3.4.2 

Room 157 was the first environmental preparation laboratory. Environmental waters, stack filters 
and ambient air samples are prepared. Radioactive spikes of 1 ml. are added to samples in this 
room. Filters are spiked and then burned within a furnace, then further dissolved in hyperchloric 
acid. Liquid samples and pre-electroplating solutions are taken to dryness by heating in the 
laboratory fume hoods. Columns are then run to precipitate out the various radionuclides. 

Room 157 is a double module containing six laboratory hoods for sample preparation. Four 
standard type hoods, one large process hood in the center of the room and a low-level fume 
hood for non-radiological work are present. 

Room 157 Sample Preparation Laboratory 

. 

3.4.3 

The function of Room 156 is essentially the same as Room 157. Room 156 has a walk-in freezer 
for storage of routine bioassay samples. Additional preparation of the pre-electroplating samples 
is accomplished within a fume hood. 

Historically, Room 156 was used for analysis of samples obtained during human autopsies. 
Detailed smear and direct surveys performed in March 1991 and in June 1997 have indicated that 
no residual contamination exists. 

Room 156 Sample Preparation Laboratory 
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3.4.4 

Room 163 serves as the filter counting facility. Radiological Control Technicians (RCTs) count 
smears, swipes, and leak test samples in this room as well. Because of the possible activity of 
some air filter samples, self-monitoring is required prior to exiting the room. An Alpha Met survey 
instrument is located at the door for this purpose. 

3.4.5 Room 155A TLD Irradiator Room 

Room 155A houses the TLD irradiator used by the External Dosimetry program. The irradiator 
houses a 2 Curie Cesium 137 sealed source. Cs-l37/Ba-l37m is both a gamma emitter (0.662 
MeV 85 percent yield) and a beta emitter (0.514 MeV Max). TLDs are loaded into an automatic 
sample changer which exposes them to the Cesium source sequentially. The exposure 
mechanism is automatic and the source does not leave the shielding under normal operating 
conditions. Room 155A is controlled for external gamma exposure only. The contact exposure 
rate on the TLD irradiator during operation is a maximum of 0.4 mFUhr. 

3.4.6 Room 103A Special Bioassay Laboratory 

Room 103A is the special bioassay lab. These bioassay samples are presumed to be 
radioactive because of the nature of the investigation. Pre-electroplating processes like those 
described for Rooms 156 and 157 take place here. 

3.4.7 Room 105 Chemistry Development Laboratory 

Room 105 is the research and development laboratory and the spike preparation room. 
Laboratory standardized solutions are stored in bulk within a locked safe. Some pre- 
electroplating preparation work is also done here. 

3.4.8 Room 11 2 Special Environmental Laboratory 

Room 1 12 is the special environmental laboratory. All soil work is done here as well as overflow 
from the other environmental labs. Room 11 2 is a secondary storage area for bioassay samples. 
Bioassay samples are stored in the laboratory freezer in Room 112 when the walk-in freezer in 
Room 165 is full. 

Room 163 Air Filter Counting Laboratory 

Historically, Room 112 was used in dog autopsy studies. Detailed radiological surveys 
petformed in 1991 and in June 1997 indicated that no residual contamination exists. 

3.4.9 Room 123 Calibration Sources 
- 

Room 123 is used by Radiological Instrumentation for the storage of calibration sources for 
survey meter repair, calibration and performance checks. 

3.4.1 0 Rooms 124 and 127 

Rooms 124 and 127 are currently used as the electroplating facility. Final stages of electroplating 
preparation are performed on the bench top. Electrodisposition of all samples is then performed 
in the fume hood, fixing the sample residual to a small metal disk approximately the size of a dime. 
The average activity per electroplated sample planchet ranges from 5-1 0 dpm. 

3.4.11 Room 125 Bioassay Laboratory 

Room 125 functions as the standard bioassay preparation area. It is also used for tritium 
distillations. Tritium distillations are performed in a sealed distillation system apparatus. Routine 
urine and fecal samples are submitted to the Room 158 receiving station for analysis. Fecal 
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samples are transferred to the walk-in freezer in Room 156. Volume reduction and purification of 
routine urine and fecal samples is performed in the hoods in Room 125. One ml of spike solution 
is added and Pu is extracted by ionic exchange. The extraction product is transferred in small 
volume covered beakers to Rooms 124 or 127 for electroplating. 

3.4.12 Room 126 Gas Chromatography 

Room 126 is designated as the nuclear spectroscopy room. Gas chromatography is the only 
radiological concern. Two gas chromatographs within the room use electron capture detectors 
containing Ni-63. The detectors are sealed making the material inaccessible. No other radioactive 
material is used within the room. 

3.4.13 Room 135 Alpha Spectroscopy and Liquid Scintillation Counting 

Room 135 is used for alpha spectroscopy and liquid scintillation counting. About 95-1 00 samples 
are processed weekly in Room 135. This includes routine count and special bioassay screening. 
Planchets produced in Room 124 are counted in Room 135, as are some samples prepared in 
Rooms 157,156,125, 103A, and 1 12. In addition, numerous planchets are kept in storage bins for 
reference purposes. 

3.4.14 Room 149 Gamma Spectroscopy 

Room 149 is used for gamma spectroscopy and all samples are multiple bagged or contained in 
rigid containers. Some calibration and check sources are stored in file cabinets in this room. 

4.0 RADIOACTIVE AND HAZARDOUS CHARACTERISTICS 

Location-specific information concerning the characterization of each area of the B123 Cluster and 
each room in Building 123 is presented in this section. This localized characterization includes 
descriptions of specific events, operations, installations, construction, equipment operation, and 
other process knowledge information relating to the 123 Cluster. The information collected in this 
section has'been obtained from several sources, including pastkurrent records and interviews 
with RFETS personnel which had relevant 123 Cluster work experience or related knowledge. A 
complete listing of the information sources examined for this report is provided in Section 5.0. 

The inventory of radioactive materials within Building 123 are limited. In the radiation instrument 
calibration Room 123, various types of sources similar to other cold area calibration shops arc 
used. All sources except tritium gas are of the electroplated or sealed source type. The lab 
rooms have liquid process waste sinks and piping which receive any unusable low level waste 
liquids, but there are no other systems in these labs considered to be potentially internally 
contaminated. Extensive surveys were performed of the laboratory fume hood interior surfaces, 
both alpha and beta smear and direct surveys in 1991 and again in June 1997. Internal surveys 
of the hoods were below detection limits and consequently the hoods are considered to be 
uncontaminated, and primarily function for industrial hygiene purposes rather than for radiological 
purposes. 

Radioactive spike solutions were used as an additive during the preparation of most samples. 
The concentrations of the radioactive spike solutions used as a quality control mechanism in 
sample preparation are very low, with a maximum reported level of 10 dpdml. The diluted spike 
solutions were mixed from more concentrated solutions inside the Chemistry Development Room 
105. Radiological contamination surveys conducted in June 1997 revealed elevated levels of 
fixed betdaamma contamination 1124.000 dDm) in the room around the sink and floor areas. It is 

i 

suspected3hat the elevated areas may have resulted from a spill of concentrated spike material 
used in this room. 
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Actinide elements, compounds, sources and other radioactive materials historically used and a 
stored include the following isotopes and other associated trace isotopes or radioactive decay 
products: 

Am-241 
CS-137 
Sr-90 
H-3 
U-234 
U-235 
U-236 
U-238 
PU-242 

Pb-210 PU-241 

Cf-250 
Gd-148 

Ba-133 

Ni-63 
Cm-244 
PU-238 
PU-239 
PU-240 

4.1 FACILITY WORK AREAS 

Building 123 has been divided into work areas for the purpose of deactivation and 
decommissioning. The areas are as follows: 

Area 1 - East and North Wing (Rooms 100-135), constructed in 1952 

Area 2 - Addition to East Wing (Rooms 139-151), constructed in 1968 

Area 3 - West Wing (Rooms 154-163), constructed in 1972 

Area 4 - Addition to East Wing (Room 165), constructed in 1974 

Building 114 - Bus Station 

Building 113 - Guard shack/ Medical records storage 

Building 123s - Metal storage shack 

Exposure assessments of the hazards that may be encountered during specific decommissioning 
activities is discussed in the Building 123 Project HASP. Information contained in the Building 123 
HASP and this document will be incorporated into the planning process of each activity (via 
Activity Hazard Analysis evaluations) to ensure maximum protection of the worker. 

4.2 FACILITY CHARACTERIZATION - 
The following chart (Appendix A) is organized by decommissioning areas described above and 
includes a description of the operation and process information available for each room and area, 
the materials that were used in the room based on historical information, the contamination 
considerations for each room, and the confirmation analysis which was performed prior to and 
during decommissioning activities. Additional characterization information will be obtained using 
the decommissioning characterization protocols. The types and volumes of wastes generated 
during the Building 123 decommissioning is discussed in the Building 123 project Waste 
Management Plan. 

4.3 QUALITY ASSURANCE PROGRAM 

The Quality Assurance Program for characterization activities follows the same program 
established for management of hazardous wastes onsite and meets the minimum requirements 
established by Test Methods fur Evaluating Solid Waste, PhysicaVChernical Methods, U. S. 
Environmental Protection Agency, SW-846, 1986, Third Edition. Quality Assurance (QA)/Quality 
Control (QC) procedures addressing waste characterization are maintained at the site. 
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4.3.1 Waste Management 

The requirements for characterization of hazardous waste is specified in several waste 
management procedures that are based on the requirements established primarily by 40 CFR 
261 and 6 CCR 1007-3, 261. If the waste materials tested demonstrate hazardous or radioactive 
characteristics, then they will be managed in accordance with the Low-Level or Hazardous Waste 
Requirements Manual. A more thorough discussion of the project’s waste management is in the 
Building 123 project Waste Management Plan (Doc. No. RF/RMRS-97-029). - 

4.3.2 Health and Safety/lndustrial Hygiene 

All decommissioning activities are reviewed in the context of potential exposure of workers to 
hazards within the facility. Exposure assessments are discussed in the Building 123 project 
HASP. 

5.0 INFORMATION SOURCES 

The preparation of this report involved the retrieval, from various sources, and review of several 
documentation files pertaining to the building and past operations therein. The following sections 
list the files that have been reviewed in the course of this reconnaissance characterization. 

I 

This investigation effort also included the collection of first-hand process knowledge interviews 
from RFETS employees with Building 123 experience. A listing of personnel who contributed 
first-hand information is available in the project files. 

5.1 FACILITY RECORDS 

I 
The following building records are available for retrieval from the Building 123 Decommissioning 
Project Document Files: 

0 Building I23 Routine Radiological Monitoring Contamination Survey Reports, dated 
January 1990 through present. 

Building 123 Waste Stream Residue Identification and Characterization (WSRIC). 
0 

5.2 FACILITIES ENGINEERING RECORDS 
- 

0 Basic Information for the Decommissioning of Building 123. 

Facilities Engineering Drawings of Building 123. 0 

- Facilities photographs from walkdowns conducted April 1997. 

5.3 FIRST-HAND PROCESS KNOWLEDGE INFORMATION 

RFETS staff members previouslykurrently assigned to/or associated with Building 123: 

Process information on operations within the Building 123 was obtained from various individuals 
associated with the project. A complete listing of persons contacted during the building 
characterization is available in the project files. 

a 
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’rocess Information 

WEST ENTRY 

OFFICE AREA 

Radioactive andlor Hazardous & 
ACM Materials Used 

Cementitious Transite” wall board, 
floor tile, pipe insulation 

Cementitious wall board, floor tile, 
pipe insulation 

OFFICE AREA Cementitious wall board, floor tile, 
pipe insulation 

OFFICE AREA 

OFFICE AREA 

REAGENT LAB 

Cementitious wall board, floor tile, 
pipe insulation 

Cementitious wall board, floor tile, 
pipe insulation 

Cementitious wall board, floor tile, 
pipe insulation, perchloric acid 
hoods, RCRA Check pts. 

SPIKE AND 
ELECTROPLATING 
PREP. 

Cementitious walls, floor, pipe; 
RCRAIRMMA; Perchloric Acid Hood: 
Nitric acid; RCRA Check R. 

OFFICE AREA 

OFFICE AREA 

OFFICE AREA 

Cementitious wall board, floor tile, 
pipe insulation 

Cementitious wall board, floor tile, 
pipe insulation 

Cementitious wall board, floor tile, 
pipe insulation 

OFFICE AREA Cementitious floor tile, walls; 
Possible CS 137 Spill 

STORAGE 

STORAGE 

Cementitious floor tile, walls; 
Possible CS 137 Spill 

Cementitious floor tile, wails; 
RCA/RMMA 

Qendix A-Building 123 Characterization 
~ ~~ 

Room 
dumber 

Survey s/Sam ples 
Conducted 

Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
RAD Survey 

100 

101 

101A 

Asbestos PLM Test: 
10% RAD Survey 

Asbestos PLM Test: 
10Y0 RAD Survey 

102 Asbestos PLM Test: 
10% RAD Survey 

~~ 

Asbestos PLM Test: 
10% RAD Survey 

Asbestos PLM Test: 
10% RAD Survey, Be 
Smears, Pb paint 

102A 

103 

1 03A SPECIAL 
B I OASS AY 

Asbestos PLM Test 
100% RAD Survey 81 
Acids. Be Smears 

Same as above; RCNRMMA; 
isopropanol, DDCP, Toluene; 
RCRA area 

Asbestos PLM Test: 100 
RAD Survey & Acids 4 105 

106 

107 

Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
RAD Survey 

Cementitious wall board, floor tile, I pipe insulation 
OFFICE AREA 

Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
RAD Survey, Be Smears 

Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
RAD Survey 

107A 

1076 Asbesto3 PLM Test: to% 
RAD Survey 

109 Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
RAD Survey, Be Smears 

109A Asbestos PLM Test: 100 
RAD Survey, Be Smears 

1096 Asbestos PLM Test: 
100% RAD Survey 

109c 
~ ~ 

Asbestos PLM Test: 
100% RAD Survey 
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S u rveys/Sam p les 
Conducted 

~ 

Pipe insulation Asbestos PLM ‘Test: 10% 
RAD Survey 

Pipe insulation Asbestos PLM ‘Test: 10% 
RAD Survey, Pb Paint 

Pipe insulation, Cementitious walls Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
RAD Survey, Be Smears 

NONE Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
RAD Survey 

~ 

Cementitious wall board, floor tile, 
pipe insulation 

Same as above; previous 
RCA/RMMA 

Pipe insulation 

Cementitious walls, pipe insulation, 
floor tiles, methanol, isopropanol; 

1 RCRAArea 

Cement walls, pipe insulation, 
Beryllium: RCRA cabinets: 
ACIDS 

~ 

Asbestos PLM Test: 
100% RAD Survey: Be 
Smears: Acidls 

RCAIRMMA: Cement walls, pipe 
insulation, Beryllium, perchloric acid 
hoods (2), RCRA Area: RAD drums 

Asbestos PLM ‘Test: 
100% RAD Suiwey: Be 
Smears 

RCA; Cement walls, floor tile, pipe 

Cementitious wall board, floor tile, 
pipe insulation 

Cementitious wall board, fioor tile, 
pipe insulation 

T ~~ ~~~ 

GAS 
CHROMATOGRAPH insulation; Nitrogen Dewar 

SOURCE) 

OFFICE AREA 

(CONTAINS NI-63 

OFFICE AREA 

Asbestos PLM Test: 
100% RAD Survey 

Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
RAD Survey, Be Smears 

Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
RAD Survey 

Process 
Information 

Room 
Number 

111 BERYLLIUM AND 
BACTERIOLOGY 

ENVl RONMENTAL 
SOIL LAB 

112 

113 

113A 

MEN’S RESTROOM Pipe insulation Asbestos PLM ‘Test: 10% 
RAD Survey, Pb Paint 

JANITORS STORAGE 
ROOM 

113B MEN’S LOCKER 
ROOM 

121 HALLWAY NEAR 103 
& 133 

OFFICE AREA 121A 

122 Asbestos PLM ‘Test: 10% 
RAD Survey, Be Smears 

OFFICE AREA 

123 HPI LAB CONTAINS 
RAD SOURCES 

Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
RAD Survey 

Asbestos PLM Test: 
100% RAD Survey, Be 
Smears 

123A HALL TO EXIT 
LOCKERS 

Asbestos PLM Test: 
100% RAD Survey 

ELECTROPLATING 
LAB 

124 

125 

126 

126A 

126B 

~ 

RADIOACTIVE 
SPIKES, TRITIUM 
DISTILLATIONS, 
BIOASSAY FOR 
URINE 

Asbestos PLM Test: -- 

100% RAD Survey: Acids, 
Pb Paint 

Cement wails, cabinet and hood, 
pipe insulation; DDCP, toluene, 
isopropanol; Acidshases 



Room 
Number 

Process Radioactive and/or Hazardous S u rv e ys/Sam ples 
Information & ACM Materials Used Conducted 

127 

126C 1 OFFICEAREA 

128 

Cementitious wall board, floor tile, Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
pipe insulation RAD Survey 

6 IOASSAY/U R I N E 

Asbestos PLM Test: 10% I RAD Survey 
Cementitious wall board, floor tile, 
pipe insulation 

OFFICE AREA 

Asbestos PLM Test: RCNRMMA, HCL, HF, TICL3, 
Ethanol; Acids 

128A 1 OFFICEAREA 

129 I OFFICE AREA 
131 ELECTRONICS LAB 

~ - 

Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
RAD Survey 

Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
RAD Survey 

Cementitious wall board, floor tile, 
pipe insulation 

Cementitious wall board, floor tile, 
pipe insulation 

RAD Sources: Cementitious wall 
board, floor tile, pipe insulation 

Asbestos PLM Test: 
100% RAD Survey, Be, 
Smears 

131C 1 OFFICEAREA 

EAST UTILTp/ ROOM 

EXTERNAL 
DOSIMETRY 

132 I 
133 

Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
RAD Survey, Pb Paint 

Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
RAD Survey, Be Smears 

Cementitious wall board, floor tile, 
pipe insulation 

Cementitious walls 

Cementitious wall board, floor tile, Asbestos PLM Test: 1 Oo 
pipe insulation RAD Survey 

I 

133A 1 OFFICEAREA 

133B . 1 OFFICEAREA 

Cementitous wall board, floor tile, Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
pipe insulation RAD Survey 

Cementitous wall board, floor tile, Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
pipe insulation RAD Survey 

133C 1 OFFICEAREA 

135 ALPHA SPEC. AND 
LIQUID SCINT. 
LAB 

Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
RAD Survey 

100% RAD Survey 

I Cernentitious wall board, floor tile, 
pipe insutation 

RCA: RAD Sealed Sources; Tritium & Asbestos PLM Test: - 
C-14 

SMALL ROOM AT 
TRUCK DOCK 

Gas cylinder storage 

Gas cylinder storage 
137 I 
138 1 OFFICEAREA 

139 SE ENTRY Floor tile 

140 HALLWAY NEAR Floor tile, pipe insulation 

AIRLOCK 

140A 

Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
RAD Survey 

Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
RAD Survey 

Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
RAD Survey 

Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
RAD Survey 

140A OFFICE AREA Floor tile Asbestos PLM Test: 10 
RAD Survey, Pb Paint 
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Process 
Information 

Radioactive and/or Hazardous S u rve ys/Sa m p I e s ' 
& ACM Materials Used Conducted 

Floor tile i OFFICE AREA Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
RAD Survey 

OFFICE AREA Floor tile 

OFFICE AREA Drywall joint compound; floor tile 

Drywall joint compound: floor tile 

RCA; Sealed Source; lead bricks: 
drywall joint compound; floor tile 

Drywall joint compound; floor tile 

1- OFFICE AREA 

OFFICE AREA 

OFFICE AREA 

Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
RAD Survey 

Asbestos PLM Test: 
100% RAD Survey 

Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
RAD Survey, Pb Paint 

- -~ ~ ~- ~ 

Drywall joint compound; floor tile 

Drywall joint compound; floor tile Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
RAD Survey 

Room 
Number 

141 OFFICE AREA Asbestos PLM 'Test:: 10% 
RAD Survey 

Asbestos PLM 'Test: 10% 
RAD Survey 

I Drywall joint compound; floor tile 

Drywall joint compound; floor tile OFFICE AREA 142 

143 

143A Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
RAD Survey 

144 Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
RAD Survey 

146 

147 

150 

151 OFFICE AREA 

Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
RAD Survey 

Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
RAD Survey, Be Smears, 
Pb Paint 

OFFICE AREA 154 

155 OFFICE AREA Nitrogen Dewars; drywall joint 
compound; floor tile 

155A 
- ~ 

TLD 
lRRAOlATOW 
CONTAINS A SEALED 
GAMMA SOURCE 
WAN A SHIELDED 
IRRADIATOR 

~ 

RCA: Sealed Sources Asbestos PLM Test: 
100% RAD Survey 

156 USE OF 
RADIOACTIVE 
SPIKES, BIOASSAY, 
ROUTINE FECAL 

RCNRMMA, Toluene, DDCP. 
isopropanol, acids, bases, perchloric 
acid hoods (2) 

Asbestos PLM Test: 
100% RAD Survey, acids 

ENVIR. SAMPLE 
PREP. LAB, USE OF 
RADIOACTIVE 
SPIKES, STACK AIR, 
AMBIENT AIR, 
SURFACE WATER 
SAMPLES 

RCA: RCRA AredRad drums, 
perchloric acid hoods (4) 

Asbestos PLM Test: 
100% RAD Survey, Be 
Smears, Pb Paint 

157 
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Room 
Number 

Process 
information 

158 

159 1 WEST UTILITY ROOM 

SAMPLE RECEIVING 
STATION 

I 

160 I OFFICEAREA 

161 I OFFICE AREA 

Drywall joint compound 

162 I OFFICEAREA 

Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
RAD Survey, Be Smears 

162A 1 OFFlCEAREA 

Drywall joint compound; floor tile 

Drywall joint compound; floor tile 

AIR SAMPLE 
COUNTING ROOM 

Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
RAD Survey 

Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
RAD Survey, Pb Paint 

Drywall joint compound; floor tile 

RCNRMMA 

Radioactive and/or Hazardous Surveys/Samples ! 
& ACM Materials Used I Conducted 

Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
RAD Survey, Be Smears 

Asbestos PLM Test: 
100% RAD Survey. Be 
Smears 

RCA 

~~~ ~ 

Drywall joint compound; floor tile 

Drywall joint compound; floor tile 

Asbestos PLM Test: 
100% RAD Survey, Be 
Smears, Pb Paint 

Asbestos PLM Test: 10% ' 
RAD Survey 

Asbestos PLM Test: 10% 
RAD Survey, Pb Paint 

164 

165 
j_ 

HALLWAY IN FRONT 
OF 163 

COMPUTER ROOM 
(SECORNER) 

Drywall joint compound; floor tile , Asbestos PLM Test: 10% I RADSurvey 



FINAL CLOSE-OUT REPORT RF/RMRS-98-253.UN 
FOR THE BUILDING 123 REVISION 0 
DECOMMISSIONING PROJECT EFFECTIVE DATE: 9/24/98 

Attachment 8 

0 Certification of Closure for the Building 123 Components of RCRA Unit 40 



Rocky Mountain RMRS Remediation Services. L.L.C. 

RMRSRECORDS 
TRAFFIC 
PATSIT13OG 

- - - - - - - - . . . protecting ~ r i  environment 
Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site 

Golden. Colorado 80402-0464 
Phone (303) 966-7000 

1 PO Box464 

X X 

I :  

I CORRES. CONTROL I 

_-- I 1  
CUSSIFICATON: 

I I  I 
AEC FILE I X l X l  

- 

E=lzl MMINRECORO X X 

June 1, 1998 

Randy Leitner, Program Manager 
Compliance & Performance Assurance 
Kaiser-Hill Company, L.L.C. 
Building T130C 

RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY ACT (RCRA) CERTIFICATION OF 
CLOSURE FOR THE COMPONENTS OF RCRA UNIT 40 IN BUILDING 123 - 
TAH-002-98 

Rocky Mountain Remediation Services, L.L.C., (RMRS) is submitting the attached 
Certification of Closure for the Building 123 Components of RCRA Unit 40. Closure 
activities were performed as part of the Building 123 Decommissioning Project. All closure 
activities were conducted in accordance with the applicable requirements for interim status 
units defined in 6 CCR 1007-3, Park 265, and the Closure Plan for Building 123 Commnents 
of RCRA Unit 40, November 1997, (Closure Plan). The Closure Plan was approved by the 
Colorado Department of Health and Environment (CDPHE) on January 8,1998. 

Closure activities included the following: 

1) Removing above ground process waste lines and ancillary equipment, and 
disposing of them as listed mixed waste. 

2) Decontaminating sumps, pipe chases, and underground process waste lines. 

AUTHORIZED Cusslf IER 

I 

As stated in Section 5.0 ofthe attached report, closure requirements were achieved for the 
above ground piping and ancillary equipment, and the sumps and pipe chases in Rooms 156, 
157, and 158. The sump in Room 125 and the underground piping did not meetclosure 
performance standards. Remediation of the sump in Room 125 and the underground piping 
will be deferred to environmental restoration activities for IHSS 121, 148 and the building 
slab. Data from soil samples, fiom groundwater monitoring, and from rinsate analysis from 
the sump and piping will be evaluated to rank the IHSSs and to determine what, if any, 
remediation will be required for this area. As required by the regulations and the Closure 
Plan, closure activities were evaluated and certified by an independent, Colorado-registered 
professional engineer. 
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June 1,  1998 
Ralph Leitner 

Page 2 
TAH-002-98 

Please transmit thiscertification report to CDPHE at your earliest convenience. A draft 
transmittal letter is attached for your use. If you have questions, please contact me at 
966-7652, or Dorthea Hoyt at 966- 6742. 

Ted A. Hopkins. Manager, 
Environmental Compliance 

DLH:dlu 

Attachments: 
As Stated 

cc w/attachments: 

K. A. Dorr 
K. North 
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DRAFT 

June xx, 1998 

Mr. Joe Schieffelin, Unit Leader 
Hazardous Waste Monitoring and Enforcement 
Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment 
4300 Cherry Creek Drive South 
Denver, CO 80222-1530 

RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY ACT (RCRA) CERTIFICATION OF 

98 

Dear Mr. Schieffelin: 

CLOSURE FOR THE COMPONENTS OF RCRA UNIT-40 IN BUILDXNG 123 - KSN-XXX- 

The U.S. Department of Energy, Rocky Flats Field Office (DOE, RFFO) and Kaiser-Hill 
L.L.C. are submitting the enclosed Certification of Closure for the Building 123 Components 
of RCRA Unit 40. Closure activities were performed as part of the Building 123 
Decommissioning Project. All closure activities were conducted in accordance with the 
applicable requirements for interim status units defined in 6 CCR 1007-3, Park 265, and the 
Closure Plan for Buildinv 123 Comnonents of RCRA Unit 40, November 1997, (Closure 
Plan). The Closure Plan was approved by the Colorado Department of Health and 
Environment (CDPHE) on January 8,1998. 

Closure activities included the following: 

1) Removing above ground process waste lines and ancillary equipment, and 
disposing of them as listed mixed waste. 

2) Decontaminating sumps, pipe chases, and underground process waste lines. 

As stated in Section 5.0 of the attached report, closure requirements were achieved for the 
above ground piping and ancillary equipment, and the sumps and pipe chases in Rooms 156, 
157, and 158. The sump in Room 125 and the underground piping did not meet closure 
performance standards. Remediation of the sump in Room 125 and the underground piping 
will be deferred to environmental restoration activities for IHSS 121, 148 and the building 
slab. Data from soil samples, from groundwater monitoring, and from rinsate analysis from 
the sump and piping will be evaluated to rank the IHSSs, the under building contamination 
(UBC), and to determine what, if any, remediation will be required for this area. As required 
by the regulations and the Closure Plan, closure activities were evaluated and certified by an 
independent, Colorado-registered professional engineer. 
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Please transmit this certification report to CDPHE at your earliest convenience. A draft . .._. 

transmittal letter is attached for yo& use. If you have questions, please contact Randy Leitner 
at 966- 3537. 

Robert April, Group Lead 
Stakeholder & Environmental Liaison 
DOE, RFFO Kaiser-Hill Company, L.L.C. 

Karan North, Division Manager 
Environmental Manager & Compliance 
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1.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

RCRA Unit 40 in Building 123 is an interim status unit. Closure was done in accordance with the Closure 
Plan for Buildina 123 ComDone nts of RCRA Un it 40, November 1997 (Closure Plan) and the requirements 
of the Colorado Hazardous Waste Regulations, 6 CCR 1007-3, Part 265. 

All above-ground components of RCRA Unit 40 in Building 123 were removed and managed as RCRA 
listed mixed waste in accordance with Option 2 of the Closure Plan. This waste will be sent to an 
approved Treatment Storage and Disposal Facility (TSDF) for disposition. 

Closure of the pipe chases and sumps in Room 156 and 158 was done in accordance vvith Option 1 
(decontamination) of the Closure Plan. Analytical testing confirmed that these components met RCRA 

I 

I 

. Clean Closure Standards. 

Closure of the pipe chases and sump in Room 157 was also done accordance with Option 1 of the 
Closure Plan. Analytical testing showed that nickel was present at 11 1 ppb which is 11 ppb above the 
Tier 2 standard. Since nickel is not identifled as a contaminant of concern nor is it a RCRA regulated 
hazardous waste, CDPHE has determined that no further actron will be required for Sump 157. 

Closure of the sump in Room 125 and the underground piping did not meet the Closure Performance 
Standards. The rinsate sample for Room 125 exceeded standards for lead and rinsate sample for the 
underground piping exceeded standards for chromium and lead. Remediation of the Room 125 sump and 
the underground piping will be deferred to the Environmental Restoration (ER) Department. ER will 
evaluate data from soil samples, groundwater monitoring, and the rinsate analysis to rank Individual 
Hazardous Substance Sites (IHSS's) 121,148, and the under building contamination (UBC) associated 
with Building 123. This evaluation will determine what, if any, remediation will be required for these areas. 

, 

2.0 INTRODUCTION 

The purpose of this report is to verify completion of RCRA Closure operations and to certify closure of the 
Building 123 components of RCRA Unit 40 that have met RCRA clean closure standards. 

RCRA Unit 40 is the site-wide network of tanks, pipelines, and sumps, constructed to transport and 
temporarily store process waste from the point of origin to on-site treatment and discharge points. The 
Building 123 component of RCRA Unit 40 consisted of regulated process waste lines (above and below 
grade), sumps, and pump stations. This process waste system was used to transport laboratory wastes 
generated in Building 123, to Building 374 for treatment. 

Closure of RCRA Unit 40 in Building 123 (an interim status unit) was done in accordance With the _Closure 
Plan for Buildina 123 Comwnents of RCRA Un it 491 November 1997 (Closure Plan) and the requirements 
of the Colorado Hazardous Waste Regulations, 6 CCR 1007-3, Part 265. The Closure Plan was approved 
by the Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment (CDPHE) on January 8,1998. Partial 
closure of RCRA Unit 40 was an element of a larger project to decommission Buildings 123, 113, 114, and 
123s. This project was conducted as an accelerated remedial action approved under the Building 123 
Proposed Action Memorandum (PAM). The PAM is a decision document for the decommissioning of 
Building 123 and was approved by CDPHE on August 25,1997. 

Rocky Mountain Remediation Services, L.L.C., retained an independent Professional Engineer from 
EnviroTemps (ET) to witness the closure activities and perform this certification. This report provides 
evidence to support the dosure determinations by the OwnerlOperator and verification by an independent 
Professional Engineer (PE), as required by 6 CCR 1007-3, Section 265.1 15, for RCRA closure of an 

1 



interim status unit. 

3.0 HlSTORlCAL OVERVIEW AND WASTE CHARACTERIZATION 'e 
Building 123 was constructed in 1953 and was used as an analytical laboratory, dosimetry, and instrument 
calibration facility. The building also was used for medical research, storage for all radiological health 
records, office space for radiation health specialists, and a laboratory for calibration of criticality alarms. 
The process waste system in Building 123 was used from 1953 through 1997 when the building was 
decommissioned. 

The building was modified several times through its operation. The process waste system was modified in 
1968 when 8 extension to the east wing was built, in 1972 when the west wing was added to the building, 
in 1974 when portions of the aboveground piping were installed and old underground lines were grouted, 
in 1989 when the underground line to Valve Vault 16 was replaced, and finally in 1995 when various 
upgrades were made to the aboveground piping. A detailed description of the history of the process 
system in Building 123 can be found in the Closure Plan. 

- . 

The process waste system incorporated into RCRA Unit 40 includd the system components in Rooms 
103,103A, 105,111,112,113B,121,123,123A, 125,126CI l27,155,155Bl 156,157, and 158; the 
active underground line (double wailed pipe) between Room 158, Valve Vault 18, and Tank 0953  in 
Building 428; sumps in Rooms 125,156,157, and 158, and pipe chases in Room 156,157, and 158. 

, 

The Closure Plan describes the waste streams which were disposed of in the Building 123 component of 
RCRA Unit 40, and also provides a list of EPA waste codes used in the building. 

4.0 CLOSURE CERTIFICATION ACTIVITIES 

4.1 BUILDING 123 RCRA CLOSURE TEAM 

Closure activities were conducted in February and March 1998 by Resource Technologies Grwp 
(RTG) under subcontract to Denver West Remediation and Construction (DWRC) and Kaiser-Hill. 
RMRS provided management and technical support of the Building 123 Decommissioning project 
for Kaiser-Hill. As stated above, RMRS subcontracted independent Professional Engineering 
services from EnviroTemps. 

4.2 CLOSURE OPTIONS 

The Closure Plan listed three options for closure of RCRA Unit 40 in Building 123 which are 
summarized below. Details may be found in the Closure Plan and in the Consbudon Package 
for Building 123 Strip-out 

. 

- Decontamination using a solution capable of removing the contaminates of 
concern and testing the final rinsate to verify treatment standards according to the Rocky 
Flats Environmental Technology Site (RFETS) RCRA Permit, Part 10, Closure, Section 
C, "Clean Closure by Decontamination". 

Ootion 2 - Manage as RCRA mixed waste with no on-site treatment 

ODtion 9 - Debris treatment as defined by RFETS RCRA Permit, Part 10, Closure, 
Section D, "Debris Rule Decontamination". 

2 



4.3 BUILDING 123 CLOSURE ACTIVITIES # 

RCRA Unit 40 in Building 123 was divided into three major components for closure. 
I 

Above-around svstem co mwnenb. All above-ground process waste piping (steel and PVC), 
pumps, and polyethylene pump containments were managed under Option 2. These system 
components were stripped-out and packaged in waste crates as low level mixed waste for 
subsequent disposal at an approved and permitted Treatment Storage and Disposal Facility 
(TSDF). 

PiDe chases and 
pipe chases and sumps were washed with a solution of trisodium phosphate and sodium 
carbonate. The volume of solution used was approximately 3 times the volume of the chases and 
sumps. The chases and sumps were then liberally rinsed with water. Finally, a specified volume 
of water which did not exceed 5% the capacity of each pipe chase and sump was used as a final 
rinse. Composite samples of the rinsate were collected for analysis. Three composite samples 
were collected: one for each sump and associated pipe chases in Room 156,157, and 158. A 
separate sample was collected for the sump in Room 125 (Room 125 does not have any pipe 
chases). All waste generated during the pipe chase and sump dosure amities was routed to the 
process waste system downstream of the closure activities (Building 374) or packaged as a listed , 
mixed waste. 

. The pipe chases and sumps were managed under Option 1. First the 

-Dim. The underground piping was managed under Option 1. This piping begins 
in Room 158, where the process waste system exits Building 123. It drains to Valve Vault 18, 
passes through Valve Vaults 17 and 16, and discharges to Tank D-853 in Building 428. This 
entire stretch of piping was washed with a solution of trisodium phosphate and sodium carbonate. 
The volume of solution used was approximately 3 times the volume of the piping and the D-853 
tank The piping was then liberalty rinsed with water. Finally, a specified volume of water which 
did not exceed 5% the capacity of the piping and Tank D-853, was used as a final rinse. A 
sample of the rinsate was collected from the 0-853 tank for analysis. 

5.0 COMPARISON OF SAMPLE RESULTS TO CLOSURE PERFORMANCE STANDARDS 

5.1 SUMMARY OF CLOSURE PERFORMANCE STANDARDS 

The Closure Performance Standards are defined in the Closure Plan. A summary of the Closure 
Performance Standards is provided below. 

tion 1 : Decontammatron, . .  

1. An appropriate solution must be used for decontamination. 

2. The system must be flushed with th.e decontamination solution to remove trace amounts of 
acids or bases. 

3. Rinsate samples must be evaluated against the final rinsate closure performance standards 
from the Rocky Flats Cleanup Agreement (RFCA) Permit, Part X. 

4. The final rinsate volume must not exceed 5% of the capacily of the system. 

5. All visible waste residuals must be removed. 

a 3 



6. The final rinsate concentrations of priority pollutants and heavy metals must be below the Tier 
2 action levels as defined in Attachment 5 of RFCA 

7. The pH of the rinsate must be between 6 and 9. 

ODtion 2: Oiswse as Mixed Waste 

1: Waste generated must be managed as RCRA mixed waste with EPA Waste Codes of FOO1, 
F002, and F005. 

2. The waste generated must be managed in accordance with applicable state and federal 
regulations. 

Or>tion 3: Debris Treatment 

Since Option 3 was not used during the closure of RCRA Unit 40 in Building 123, the Closure 
Performance Standards will not be summarized. 

5.2 

The following is a comparison of each major component of RCRA Unit 40 in Building 123 to the 
Closure Performance Standards. This comparison demonstrates whether the unit may be closed. 
Tables summarizing all the sample anaiybcal results may be found in Appendix A 

CONlPAfUSON OF CLOSURE ACTMTlES WITH. THE PERFORMANCE STANDARDS 

, 

5.2.1 Aboveground system components. 

1. All above-ground process waste piping and ancillary equipment was packaged as 
mixed waste with the waste code FOOI , F002 and F005. 

2. Since the above-ground piping was handled according to Option 2 (managed as a 
hazardous waste) it was sampled for Land Disposal Restriction (LOR) standards 
according to 40 CFR 268.40 and 268.48. Samples of both the W C  and the steel pipe 
were collected. All pipe was determined to comply with the LDR standards. 

Conclusion: The above-ground components of RCRA Unit 40 met the Closure 
Performance Standards. Waste generated has been managed as RCRA mixed waste 
with €PA Waste Codes of Fool, F002, and F005, and the packaged waste is being 
managed in accordance with RFETS procedures, which meet applicable state and federal 
regulations for on-site storage at a TSDF. 

5.2.2 Pipe Chases and Sump In Room 156 

1. A solution of trisodium phosphatdsodium carbonate was used for decontamination. 

2. The pipe chases and the sump in Room 156 were adequately flushed with the 
decontamination solution to remove trace amounts of contaminants of concern as 
identified in the Closure Plan. 

I 3. The nnsate sample has been evaluated against the performance standards from the 
RFCA Permit, Part X. The comparison can be found in Appendix 8. . 

... 4 



4. The final rinsate volume used in the pipe chases did not exceed 6 pints. The final 
rinsate volume used in the sump did not exceed 25 gallons. These volumes are less than 
5% of the capacity of the components. 

I 

,' 

5. All visible waste residuals were removed during washing and rinsing of the sump: The 
pipe chases were not visible. 

6. No contaminants were found to exceed Tier 2 Action levels. As shown in Appendix B, 
the final rinsate concentrations of priority pollutants and heavy metals were below the Tier 
2 action levels as defined in Attachment 5 of RFCA 

7. All rinsate was processed in the'permitted, on-site, liquid waste treatment plant at 
Building 374. 

Conclusion: Closure of the pipe chases and sump in Room 156 meet the Closure 
Performance Standards. 

5.2.3 Pipe Chases and Sump in Room 157 

1. A solution of trisodium phosphatdsodium carbonate was used for decontamination. , ,  

2. The pipe chases and the sump in Room 157 were adequately flushed wiw the 
decontamination solution to remove trace amounts of contaminants of concern as 
identified in the Closure Plan. 

3. The rinsate sample has been evaluated against the performance standards from the 
RFCA Permit, Part X The comparison can be found in Appendix B. 

4. The final rinsate volume used in the pipe chases did not exceed 19.5 pints. The final 
rinsate volume used in the sump did not exceed 44 gallons. These volumes are less than 
5% of the capacity of the components. 

5. All visible waste residuals were removed during washing and rinsing of the sump. The 
pipe chases were not visible. 

6. As shown in Appendix 8, no contaminants of concern were found to exceed Tier 2 
action levels. Nickel was present at 1 1 1 ppb which is 11 ppb above the Tier 2 standard. 
Since nickel is not identitied as a contaminant of concern, nor is it a RCRA regulated 
hazardous waste, CDPHE has determined that no further action will be required for the 
sump in Room 157 (documented in correspondence between K-H and CDPHE dated 
April 3, 1998). 

7. All rinsate was processed in the permitted, on-site, liquid waste treatment plant at 
Building 374. 

Conclusion: Closure of the pipe chases and sump in Room 157 meet the Closure 
Performance Standards. 

5.2.4 Pipe Chases and Sump in Room 158 

1. A solution of trisodium phosphatdsodium carbonate was used for decontamination. 
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2. The pipe chases and the sump in Room 158 were adequatety flushed with the 
decontamination solution to remove trace amounts of contaminants of concern as 
identified in the Closure Plan. 

3. The rinsate sample has been evaluated against the performance standards from the 
RFCA Permit, Part X. The comparison can be found in Appendix B. 

I 

4. The final rinsate volume used in the pipe chases did not exceed 10.5 pints. The final 
rinsate volume used in the sump did not exceed 31 gallons. These volumes are less than 
5% of the capacity of the components. 

5. All visible waste residuals were removed during washing and rinsing of the sump. The 
pipe chases were not visible. 

6. No contaminants were found to exceed Tier 2 Action levels. As shown in Appendix 
B, the final rinsate concentrations of priority pollutants and heavy metals were below the 
Tier 2 action levels as defined in Attachment 5 of RFCA. 

7. All rinsate was processed in the permitted, on-site, liquid waste treatment plant at 
Building 374. 

Conclusion: Closure of the pipe chases and sump in Room 158 meet the Closure 
Performance Standards. 

5.2.5 Sump in Room 125 

1. A solution of trisodium phosphatelsodium carbonate was used for decontamination. 

2. The sump in Room 125 was adequately flushed with the decontamination solution to 
remove trace amounts of contaminants of concern as identified in the Closure Plan. 

3. The rinsate sample has been evaluated against the performance standards from the 
RFCA Permit, Part X. The comparison can be found in Appendix 8. 

4. The final rinsate volume used in the sump did not exceed 2 gallons. This volume is 
less than 5% of the capacity of the sump. 

5. All visible waste residuals were removed during washing and rinsing of the sump. 

6. As shown in Appendix B, the final rinsate concentrations of priority pollutants and 
heavy metals were below the Tier 2 action levels as defined in Attachment 5 of RFCA, 
except for lead. The rinsate concentration for lead was 56 ppb and the action level for 
lead is 15 ppb. 

7. All rinsate was processed in the permitted, on-site, liquid waste treatment plant at 
Building 374. 

Conclusion: Closure of the sump in Room 125 did not meet the Closure Performance 
Standards. Remediation of this sump will be deferred to the Environmental Restoration 
(ER) Department ER will evaluate data from soil samples, groundwater monitoring, and 
the rinsate analysis to rank Individual Hazardous Substance Sites (IHSS's) 121, 148 and 

. .  
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the under building contamination (UBC) associated with Building 123. This evaluation will 
determine what, if any, remediation will be required for this area. I 

5.2.6 Underground Pipe from Room 158, Building 123 to Tank 0853 in Building 
428. 

- .  

1. A solution of trisodium phosphatdsodium carbonate was used for decontamination. 

2. The piping was adequately flushed with the decontamination solution to remove trace 
amounts of contaminants of concern as identified in the Closure Plan. - 

3. The rinsate sample has been evaluated against the performance standards from the 
RFCA Permit, Part X. The comparison can be found in Appendix 6. 

4. The final rinsate volume used in the piping and tank did not exceed 1 13 gallons. This 
volume is less than 5% of the capacity of the piping and Tank D853. 

5. The piping is underground and therefore not visible for inspection. 

heavy metals were below the Tier 2 action levels as defined in Attachment 5 of RFCA, 
except for chromium and lead. The analysis of the rinsate revealed 588 ppb chromium 
and 21.7 ppb lead remained within the underground portion of the line. The action level of 
chromium is 100 ppb, and the action level for lead is 15 ppb. 

6. As shown in Appendix 6, the final rinsate concentrations of priority pollutants and 
I _  

7. All rinsate was processed in the permitted, on-site, liquid waste treatment plant at 
Building 374. 

Conclusion: Closure of the underground piping did not meet the Closure Performance 
Standards. Remediation of the underground piping will be deferred to the Environmental 
Restoration (ER) Department. ER will evaluate data from soil samples, groundwater 
monitoring, and the rinsate analysis to rank Individual Hazardous Substance Sites 
(IHSS's) 121, 148 and the under building contamination (U6C)associated with Building 
123. This evaluation will determine what, if any, remediation will be required for this area. 
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6.0 CONCLUSION AND CLOSURE CERTIFICATION 

Based upbn observations and investigations presented in this report, the Closure Performance Standards 
stated in Section 5.0 of this report are accurate. e 

. .. The undersigned hereby certifies the following: 

1. The following components of RCRA Unit 40 in Building 123 at the Rocky Flats Environmental 
Technology Site met RCRA Clean Closure standards prescribed in the Closure Plan and meet the 
requirement of the Colorado Hazardous Waste Act (CHWA) regulations for RCRA closure under 
interim status, as defined in 6 CCR 10073, Section 265, Subpart G: 

- all above-ground piping, removable ancillary equipment and secondary Containment. - sumps and pipe chases in Rooms 156,157 and 158. 

2. The following components of RCRA Unit 40 in Building 123 will be deferred to ER for ranking 
and future remediation as applicable: 

- the Sump in Room 125 (due to 56 ppb Pb). - the underground pipe from Building 123 to Building 428 (due to 588 ppb Cr and 21.7 ppb 
Pb). 

Pfofessional Engineer 

Dennis W. Rontius, P.E. 
EnviroTemps, Inc. 
555 Zang Street 
Suite 104 
takewood, CO 80228 

5- 2@-?f3 
Date 
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Appendix A - Floor Plan of RCRA Unit 40 piping in Building 123 



Appendix B - Analytical Results 
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Appendix B - Analytical Results for the Sumps and Pipe Chases 
in Rooms 156,157, and 158 
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APO SAMPLE RECEIPT 

This sample receipt is supplied to waste generators as notification of sample 
. collection. Inquiries into the status of this sample m y  be directed to the ; 

Analytical Projects Office (APO) by calling 966-2403, 966-7789, Or 966-3771. 
The APO references samples by the following identification numbers: 

I' 

R I N :  98A0996 
APO Event: 98A0996-001 

Duplicate ID: 
Issue Date: 02/03/98 

. -  

Waste Stream ID: 123-0-0 
Customer Sample ID: SUMP 156 

Field Blank ID: 
Equipment Blank ID : 

Trip Blank ID: 

Sample Description: FINAL RCRA RINSATE 

&&Le c 
Other Id: 

Sample Location: BLDG 123, ROOM 156 

Analyses Requested: Bottle ID - - - - - - -____--------- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  --------------- 4 f& D't 94- 
# *  oc 98A0996-001.001 

GROSS ALPHA/BETA - NO RAD ADDED (WASTE) 98A0996-001.001 
98AO996-001.002 

W-846 8260 (Water, Aqueous Waste) * 98A0996-001.003 

SW-846 8270B (TCLP Extracts) 98A0996-001.005 
TAL METALS SW-846 (HG) 98A0996-001.006 

AQUEOUS RADSCREEN - DOT 98A0996-002.007 
GROSS ALPHA/BETA - NO RAD ADDED (WASTE) 98A0996-002.007 

(559) 98AO996-002.008 
(Water, Aqueous Waste) 98AO996-002.009 
(Water, Aqyeous Waste) 98A0996-002.010 
(TCLP Extracts) 98AO996-002.011 

TAL METALS SW-846 (HG) 98AO996-002.012 
AQUEOUS RADSCREEN - DOT 98AO996-003.013 
GROSS ALPHA/BETA - NO RAD ADDED (WASTE) 98AO996-003.013 

98A0996-003.014 
98AO996-003.015 

SW-846 8260 (Water, Aqueous Waste) 98A0996-003.016 
SW-846 8270B (TCLP Extracts) 98A0996-003.017 

SW-846 (HG) 98A0996-003.018 

uok SW-846 8260 (Water, Aqueous Waste) 98A0996-001.004 * *  

(559) 
(Water, Aqueous Waste) 

Date Sampled: Phone Pager 
Process Contact: M. AYCOCK 5309 7508 

Alternate Contact: P. VALEWTINELLI 6047 

Returning Excess Sample Material 

Unmodified sample material remaining after analysis is generally -returned to 
the generator. 
excess sample material for applicable state and federal regulations. 
Regulatory exclusions for returning excess sample material are specified in the 
Code of Colorado Regulations (CCR) 1007-3, Part 261.4(d) 'Samples'. If 
problems with the disposal of excess sample tnaterial are encountered, the 
Environmental Coordinator fo r  the generation area should be contacted for 
resolution of the issues. 
during analysis will be returned. 
preservation purposed will not be returned. 

The generator must.be prepared to receive and dispose of 

Only samplz material which has not been modified 
Material which has been acidified for 

INTER-DEPARTMENT DELIVERY: 

Deliver To: 
Building : 

Date: 02/03/98 

. .  

organization : 

Page: 4 
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aIm: IW Kaiser-98A0996 
WORkc o m :  11830~001-001-9999'-00 

-_ 1 . _.- - 

5 7  rslo 

i -- 

I 

Silver, Total 
Alminwn. Total 
Arsenlc, Total 
Beryllium, B8rilanb To\a' Total 
Calcium, Total 
Cadcairn, Total 
Cobalt, Total 
Chmium. Total 
Copper. Total 
Iron, Total 
Herwry, Total 
Patasslum, Total 
Lithiurn, Total 
Hagneslw. Total 

Nickel, Total 
Lead, Total 
Ant1mon.y. Totat 
Selenium. Total 
Tin. Tstrtl 
S'cMntium, Total 
Thallium, Total 
Vanadium, Total 
Zinc, Total 

10.0 - u U61L 
UG/L 1 3  

0.40 u UGit 
0.50 u UG/L 
0.51 UG/L 
0.70 u UG/L 

59,7 %/I. 
0.10 u Wt, 

1000 m/L 1 
4,7 uG/L 

3200 uG/L 
2.0 W L  

21,s W/L 
7510 . W L  

0.60 u WL 
4.0 UGn. 
3.1 UG/L 
1.8 u UG/L 

10.4 UG/L 
114 WL 

2.3 u WL 

9.6 MIL 
0.60 u wt 

- 
10 .o 
13.1 
1.6 

7 - 6  
0.4( 
0 . 3  
0.4I 
0 -7r 
16.9 

r 0.11 
7.4 
1.3 
7.6 
O.S! 
Q.5t 

1 !:$! 

177 

ci' 1.8 

1.7 
0.2i 
2.3 
0.61 
0.61 

I 



e RECRA WHET - CHICAMJ 
i .z 

INORGANICS DATA SUMARY REPORT 02/25/98 i 

ANALYE 
Silver, Total 
Aluminran, Total 
Qrsenlc, Total 
@r3ums Total 
Beryl 1 i um . Total 
Cafclm. Tatal 
Cadmium, Total 
Cobalt, Total 
Chrmimn, Total 
Copper, Tats1 
Iron, Total 
Herwry, hta l  

Lithlun, Tatat 
Mamsllan, Total 
Manganese, Total 
Mol bdenm, Total 

Nickel, Total 
Lead, Total 
Antimony. Total 
Selenim, Total 
Tin. T O W  
Strwrtlum, Total 
Thallium. Total 
Vanadium, Total 
Zhc.  Total 

PQlXESiUm. T5hl 

sod! tan, Total 

RECRA LOT Y: 98026363 

10.0 - u 

1.6 u 
21.9 
0.20 u 

3.1 
0.50 u 

13.2 
4.0 

0.10 u 
4.2 

19.0 
20.9 

4.1. 
1.4 u 
1.8 u 
1.7 u 

2.3 u 
0.60 u 

138 

132011 

152 

lBlb 

3030 

7920 
111 

La9 

14.1 

RVOKI.IMQ 
LIMIT 

10.0 
13.1 
1.6 

- 
0.41 

0.41 
. 0.7i 
16.9 
0.b 

' 7.4 
1.3 
7.6 
0.51 
0.5- 

0.6 
11.2 
11.4 
11.8 
11.7 
0.21 
2.3 

10.6: 
0.6+ 

a sl 

177 

32 



-012 98AOW6-OO3.Ol8 Sllver. Total 
Almi nua , Total 
Arsenic, Total 
Barium, Total 
Beryl 1 I mi, Total 
Calcium, Tub1 
Cadmiw. Total 
Cobalt. Total 
Chrunim, Total 
Copper, Total 
Iran. Total 
Mercuw. Total 
Potassh. Total 
Lithium. Total 
Magnesj ua, '%tal 
Manganese. Tota 1 
Molybdenum. Total 
Sadiua, Total 
Nfckel, Total 
lead, Total 
Anthony, Total 
Selenium, Total 
Tin, Total 
Strontlum. Total 
rhal1 f um, Total 
Vanadl um, Total 
Zinc, Total 

10.0 u uG/L 
135 uG/L 

1.6 u W L  
20.6 UG/L 
0.20 u uG/L 

12600 UGIL 
0 . M u  W L  
0.56 u U6/L 
1.1 W L  

3030 

7490 uG/L 
0.60 U UG/Ll 
2.4 Wj/L 
1.4 II UGA 
1.8 u Wt 
4.7 &/t 

107 UG/L' 
2.3 u W L I  
0.60 u K/t 

1.6 
20.5 

4.3 UUL; 
I 

- 
10 

i o  
- 7  

0 
0 
0 
0 

' 16 
0 
7 

I 
I O  

1 
1. 
1 
0 
2 
0 
0 

33 



i 

CLIENT: ICF 
WORK ORDER: 

SAMPLE 

-016 
- 

Ki11ser-98AO996 - 
31830-001-001-91)99-00 

Silver. Total 
Alt~rrirn, T m l  
Afserrlc, Total 
8arim. Total 
Berylllwn, Total 
Calcium, Total 
CadrafW, Total 
Wit, Tdal 
chranlun ,. Total 
Copper, Total 
Iran. Total 
Mercury, Total 
Putassitm. Total 
Llthium, Total 
Magnwlm, Total 
!!angame, Total 

Sodim. Total 
ffldcel, Total 
Lead, Total 
Antimony. Total 
Selenim, Total 
Tjn, Tatal 
Stronthn. Total 
lhallium, Total 
Vanadium. Total 
Zinc. Total 

blybdenum. I Total 

i 

10.0 - u  W L  10 :o 
137 uE/L 13.1 
1.6 u UG/L 1.6 

0.21 
u &/L 0.2c 

7.6 
u uG/L 0.41 

0 3  
0,4( 
0.71 

16.9 
, 0.11 

7.4 
1.3 
7.6 
0.5 
a .5( 

0.6: 
2.1 W L  1.2 

W L  177 

2.2 W L  
2.2 uG/L 

r .4 
I. -8 

1.7 u UG/L 1.7 
112 UGlt 0.2C 

2.3 u UG/t 2.3 
0 . a u  WL 0.6f 
6.4 UG/L 0.61 
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Approval:. . 
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Appendix C - Analytical Results for the Sump in Room 125 
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'3- APO SAMPLE RECEIPT 

'I 
This sample receipt is supplied to waste generators as notification of sample 
collection. Inquiries into the status of this sample may be directed to the 
Analytical Projects Office (m0) by calling 966-2403, 966-7789, or 966-3771.  
The Apo references samples by the following identification numbers: 

, 

*, , 

RIN: 98Al028 
APO Event: 98AlO28-001 

Duplicate ID: 
Issue Date: 02/09/98 

Waste Stream ID: 123-0 -0  . -. 

Customer Sample ID: SAMPLE 1 
Field Blank ID:' 

Equipment B h d c  ID: 
Trip Blank ID: 

Sample Description: BLM; 123 SUMP 
Other Id: RCRA SAMPLE 

Sample Location: BLDG 123, ROOM 125 

Analyses Requested: Bottle ID . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  --------------- 
AQUEOUS RADSCREEN - DOT 98Al.028-001.OOl-f 

ALPHA/BETA (AQUEOUS) 98Al.028-001.001 
INGERPRINT ( 5 5 9 

8260 (Water, Aqueous Waste) 
JSW-846 8260 (water, Aqueous Waste) 
/SW-846 8270B (TCLP Extracts) 98Al.028-001.005 
(/TOTAL METALS SW-846 (HG) 98Al.028-001,006 

Date Sampled: 
Process Contact: MARY AYCQCK 

Alternate Contact: P. VALENTINELL1 

Phone 
5309 
6047 

Pager 
7508 

Returning Excees Sample Material 

Unmodified sample material remaining after analysis is generally returned to 
the generator. 
excess sample material for applicable state and federal regulations. 
Regulatory exclusions for returning excess sample material are specified in the 
Code of Colorado Replations (CCR) 1007-3, Part 261.4td)  'Samples'. If 
problems with the hsposal of excess sample material are encountered, the 
Environmental Coordinator for the generation area should be contacted for 
resolution of the issues. 
during analysis will be returned. 
preservation purposed will not be returned. 

The generator must be prepared to receive and dispose of 

Only sample material which has not been modified 
Material which has been acidified for 

INTER-DEPARTMENT DELIVERY: 

Deliver To: 
Building : 

i' Date: 02/09/98 

organization: 

Page: 4 
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CLIENT: ICF Kai ser -9WO28 RECRA L(TT #i 980ZG393 
WORK OIUIER: 1183c-001~001-9999-00 RfPORTING 
SAMPLE SITE ID WYrE m r  UNITS LIMIT ..- - - -- - --- 

8:; 0.16-u W L  
63.6 UGA 
0.8Ou uG/L 

25.4 uG/L 

UGIL 
0.20 u w;/L 
0.26 u ffiA 
4.2 u6/L 

12.0 UYL 
188 W L  

o.ia u UGA 
UG/L 
UiL 

1070 

3.3 uc/L 
23.2 wl- 

8430 UG/L 
1.6 UGlL 
55.9 UGA- 
0.87 @/I. 
Q.90 u UG/L 

- 1  0.96 UG/L 
124 uG/c 
1.2 u UGIL 
0.30 u WL 

27.8 UGfL 

0.8 
0.1 
0.1 
3.E 
0 .i 
0.: 

0 , .  
0.4 

, 0.: 
-3.; 

Q .’ 
3.9 
0. 
0. 

Sllver, Total 
Aluminum, Total 
~rsentc, Total 
Beryllium. Tatal 
CalcWn. T O W  
C&Ium* Total 
Cobalt. Total 
chmuin, Total 
Copper. Total 
Iron,. Total 
Mercury. m t a i  
Potassitan, Total 
Lithium, Total 
Magnesium. Total 
Manganese. Total 
blybdemn. Total 
Sodlm, Tatal 
Wickel. Total 
Lead, Total 
htirnony, Total 
S e I e n h ~  Total 
Tin. Total 
WmtiLan, Total 
Thal’llum, Total 
Vanadi um, Total 
Zinc, Total 

-004 98AlO28-001.006 

8arlum. Total 0.ld u W L  
15000 

0 , ;  

3480 k8 uG/L 

c 
0. 
0. 
0, 
0. 
1. 
0 
0 

I 

I 
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Case Narrative: 

On Fobduy 11,1998thb eamplewasreceivdln the 559 -, 
An QC was wfthfn limits. were no anomalias ddng analysis. 
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WASECHARACTERlSnCS R-G FORM 1 

Anatyds Data sheet for the Fingerprint Procedtne 

Lab Name: 659 Radioamtytid Moratorles RF Sample ID: 98A1028001 xx)2 
Lsbcode: 669RIL Lab Sample ID: 98A1028001.002 

Datie ed F& 12 1998 RIN: €l8A102m1 

I 

I 

- .- 
Qualifiers 

Parametes ID Parameter Name c Q 

Notes: 
NA 9 Not Applicable 
* 1 - ~ t a W a t e r @ 2 0 C  

J 

c .  

Approval: -& 
Peer Review: 

I 
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Appendix D - Analytical Results for the Underground Pipe 
to Tank D-853 in Building 428 
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APO SAMPLE RECEIPT 

'.'his sample receipt is supplied to waste generators as notification of sample 
:.ollection. Inquiries into the status of this sample may be directed to the 
-.alytical Projects Office (-0) by calling 966-2403, 966-7789, or 966-3771. 

'.:e APO references samples by the following identification IXUnberS: 

RIN: 9810997 
AE?O Event: 98A0997-001 

,..olicate ID: 
issue Date: 02/03/98 

Waste Stream ID: 428-0-0 
-Customer Sample ID: TANK 0853 

Field Blank ID: 
Equipment Blank ID: 

Trip Blank ID: 

J 
.'%xple Description: FINAL RINSATE BLDG- 

Other Id: - 
Sample Location: BLDG 428, TANK 853, UNDERGROUND 

-:alyses Requested: B o t t l e  ID ------------------------------------------------- - - - - - - - - - - c - - - -  

.'aVEOUS RADSCREEN - DOT 98AO997-001.001 
y . 'CSS ALPRA/BETA - NO RAD ADDED (WASTE) 98AO997-001.001 
ZNGERPRINT ( 5 5 9) . 98A0997-001.002 

E/ . - -E46  8260 (Water, Aqueous Waste) 98AO997-001.003 
g-.- -846 8260 (Water, Aqueous Waste) 98A0997-001.004 
L.' . .--e46 8270B (TCLP Extracts) 98AO997-001.005 , -  
% ,TAL METALS SW-846 (HG) 98A0997-001.006 . 

Date Sampled: Phone Pager 
Process Contact: M. AYCOCK 5309 7508 
-'.ternate Contact: P. VALENTINELL1 6047 

turning Excess Sample Material 

modified sample material remaining after analysis is generally rgturned to 
!le generator. 
:cess sample material for applicable state and federal regulations. 

..rgulatory exclusions for returning excess sample material are specified in the 
'- >de of Colorado Regulations (CCR) 1007-3, Part 261.4(d)  'Samples'. If 
,.-xoblems with the dlsposal of excess sample material are encountered, the 
:.ivironmental Coordinator for the generation area should be contacted for 
--solution of the issues. 
::ring analysis will be returned. 
-asemration purposed will not be returned. 

The generator must be prepared to receive and dispose of 

Only sample material which has not been modified 
Material which has been acidified for 

--.tXIXR-DEPARTMENT DELIVERY: 

A 1  iver To : 
Building : organization: 

":ite: 02/03/98 Page: 4 



PrqmaUon Blank Resulb 

I 1 I I GrOrAl* GmrSBeb 1 -  1 

I I 
Sap1802a semJm9-10 24.4 3.5 5.1 24.6 3.7 89 *in ~ p R L 1 0  

i 
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CLIENT: ICF Kaiser-98AO997 - 7 0 5 3  
M K  ORDER: 11830-001-001-9999-00 

-003 

WPLE - 

I: 
i 

i 

' I  

SITE ID M n E  - 
98AoSg7-001,006 Silver. Total 'r;i'kb8a - ARmJnum, Total 

Arsenic, Total 
Barim. Total 
Beryl 1 I um, Tota 1 
Calcium. Total 
Cadmium. Total 
Cobalt, Total 
(ruwrrlum, Total 
Copper, Total 
Iron. Total 
Mercury, Total 
Potassiwn. Total 
Lithim, Total 
Magnesium, Total 
Manganese, ~otal 
Ptolybdemes, Total 
Sodium, Total 
Nickel, Total 
&t'iamy, Total 
Selenium. Total 
Tin, Tot31 
StrmtJuin. Total 
Thallium, Total 
Vanadfun, Total 
ztnc, Total 

j 

I Lead, Total 

I I 

I 

I 

RESULT 

271 

- 
10.0 u 

1.6 u 
37.1 
0.20 u 

0.40 u 
0.60 u 

13100 

588 
19.8 

1.3 

3. I 

26.0 
51.1 

64.0 n.7 
2.2 
1.8 u 

14.6 
111 

2.3 u 
2.5 
25.2 

3310 

1140 

3200 

50300 

I 

68 

0. 
7.  
1. 
7 .  
0. 
0. 

177 
0, 
1. 
1.- 
1.: 
1.' 
0.; 

. 2.  
0: 
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FINAL CLOSE-OUT REPORT RF/RWIRS-98-253. UN 
FOR THE BUILDING 123 REVISION 0 
DECOMMISSIONING PROJECT EFFECTIVE DATE: 9/24/98 

Attachment 9 

Asbestos Abatement Completion Document, Demolition Notification and 
Approvals 

0 



Attach men t 9 
RF/RM RS-98-253. U N 

MEMORANDUM 

To: Dorthea Hoyt n 

From: Mike Schluterbusch * 
Date: May 11, 1998 

Subject: 123 Project Close-out 

a Dorthea, per your telephone message earlier today, I have compiled 
some documentation that I hope will assist you in your endeavor to close 
out this project. Enclosed, you will find the two demolition notifications 
th CDPHE, the clearance air sample results for both wings, and the 
memos I sent out that clears the areas for normal occupancy. 

In regards to buildings 113, 114 and 123S, the Asbestos Charderization 
Report Addendum to Building 123 Inspection (RMRS, March 1998) details 
the extent of the asbestos present in these facilities. The only asbestos 
containing materials left in 113 and 114 are non-friable window putty 
and roofing materials, which do not have to be abated prior to 
demolition. Building 123s is a metal structure with no suspect asbestos 
containing materials present at the time of inspection. 

Please call me if you need additional information. 



MEMORANDUM 

To: Interested Parties, 

From: M.N. Schluterbusch 

Date: March 10, 1998 

Subject: Clearance Air Sample Results, +&?st Wing 

Five clearance air samples acquired in the east wing of building 123 
under regulatory guidance of Colorado Department of Health and 
Environment Regulation #8 governing asbestos abatement clearance 
protocols indicate levels below 0.01 fibers per cubic centimeter or 70 
structures per square millimeter. As such, this area is clear for normal 
occupancy and requires no respiratory protection for asbestos fibers. 

Please be aware that all standard building operations, protocols and 
procedures are still in force as directed by building management.. 



/ .  . 

wood: 1 other: 

DE&~OLETION CONTRACTOR: 

Denver West Remediatioo 6 Construction 
~ m p s q l  N.mo 

1819 Denver West'Drive,  Bldg 2 6 ,  S t e  20( 
9- 

Goldell co 8040 I 
a T  3UI.e zip- 

i 303 1 966-6598 

United S t a t e s  Department of Energy 
Rocky F l a t s  Environmental Tech S i t e  
Nun8 

S t a t e  Highvay 93 6 Cactus Ave. 
Btrccl 

r 303 \ 966- 7000 
. . 

phacv 

DEMOLITION SITE: 

East S i d e  o f  Buildinp, 123 1952 
Y u r  Buill wlilding N v w  (if Ipplhble) 

S t a t e  Eiighway 93 d Cactus hve 
Rocky F l a t s  Environmental Tech Site 
a- . . 

Golden J e f f e r s o n  co 8040 1 
C'sY C-UY zb 

CERT~PEED ASBESTOS -. INSPECTOR: _ .  

Michael  N. Schluterbusch 

N m c  (Pb~=p&t. Now rignrturois mqvkd rt baKw of chis fom.3 

WETS, T130I Golden, CO 80401 
Mdw ctcr stlrt Z P  

505-80-5651 5/30/98 
cQklradocenvrclls# Eqindoa Dac 

303 966-4215 

* 1 cedfj' tbat 1 possess curreat AHERA and mate of Colorado certification (IS an Asbartos Building bp6ctCJr. I 
also Ceai€y that I have inspected the building to be demolished, BB lig@ in the Demolition Site block, above, 
sampled all suspi4Ct materials (in accordance with AHBRA) and had them analyzed for the presenca of 
asbestos, and to the best of my ability have determined that (a appropriate box and sign in pen): 

1 mfi* that 111 refigenntr fmm air conditloninglrcfrigcntlon spplilnccs 
havo been pmpcrly rccovcrcd in aocordanca with AQCC ReghD'on No. 15 
(For infoormaton on CPC quirunuacs uU.692-3 177.) 
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MEMORANDUM 

TO: Interested Parties, Building 123 

From: M.N. Schluterbusch 
/A 

Date: March 27, 1998 

Subject: Clearance Air Sample Results, West Wing 

Five clearance air samples acquired in the west wing of building 123 
under regulatory guidance of Colorado Department of Health and 
Environment Regulation #8 governing asbestos abatement cIearance 
protocols indicate levels below 0.01 fibers per cubic centimeter or 70 
structures per square millimeter. As such, this area is clear for normal 
occupancy and requires no respiratory protection for asbestos fibers. 

Please be aware that all standard building operations, protocols and 
procedures are still in force as directed by building management. 



Denver West Remediation & Construction - 
CQWWYN- 

1819 Denver West Drive-B-26, Ste 200 
Su64( 

Golden co 80401 
aq sub zip- 

303 I 966-6598 
phwa 

West Side of Building 123 & 
Buildings 113, 114, 123s 1952-74 
6dIdii Naw (if ~ ~ 1 0 )  Ycu Bailt 

State Highway 93 & Cactus Ave. 

Golden Jefferson 0 80401 

c 

United States Department of Energy 
Rocky Flats Environmental Tech Site 

NunS 

State Highway 93 C Cactus Ave. 
m 

Golden co 8040 1 * Strtc 

I 303 \ 966 - 7000 
. Ph- 

Michael N. Schluterbusch 
&mt(PL;epiid Nawdgasmvkrsqukodahofmt&mn.9 

RFETS - T130I Goldeu, CO 80401 
Mdrau CQ sure zrp 

505-80-565 L 5 /  30/98 
a d o c a u w I  -- 
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STATE OF COLOAWO 
Roy Romer, Governor 
Patti Shwayder, Executive Director 

Dedicated to pmtecting and improving the health and environment of the people of Coiorado 

4300 Cher Creek Dr. S. Laboratory and Radiation Sewices Division 
Denver, Coyorado 80246-1 530 
Phone (303) 692-2000 
Located in Glendale, Colorado (303) 692-3090 Colorado DeDartment 

81 00 Lowry Bbd. 
Denver CO 80220-6928 

http:llwww.cdphe.state.co.us of Public Health 
andhvironment 

DEMOLITION APPROVAL NOTICE 
This approval notice is granted subject to Colorado Air Quality Control Commission Regulation No. 8, Part B, adopted 
September 19, 1996 and effective November 30, 1996, and the Air Quality Control Act C.R.S. 1982 & 1995 (25-7-101 and 
25-7-501 et se4). This notice signifies that the stmcture was inspected for asbestos and CFCs and the demolition contractor 
has properly notified the Colorado Department of Public Health pursuant to Regulation No. 8, Part B. THE ORIGINAL 
APPROVAL NOTICE MUST BE POSTED ON SITE AT ALL TIMES. 

As a contractor, you may have to obtain other demolition licenses and permits, depending on the requirements of the 
county and municipality in which the work is being performed. The Colorado Department of Public Health, Air 
Pollution Control Division strongly suggests that you check with county and municipal authorities in order to 
determine any other local building/permitting requirements that must be met. 

I 
i 

1 I * * .  

This approval notice is valid from 03/09/1998 through 03/15/1998 
The actual scheduled work dates are from 03/09/1998 through 03/15/1998 

1 

This approval notice has been issued to: For the location specified below: 

I 

DENVER W. REMEDIATION & CONSTR 
1819 DENVER W. DR., #26 SIX 200 
GOLDEN, CO 80401 GOLDEN 

BLDGS 113, 114, U3S, 123 
STATE HWY 93 & CACTUS AV 

JEFFERSON COUNTY 

Asbestos Building Inspector: MICHAEL N. SCHLUTERBUSCH 
State Certification Number: 505-80-565 1, Expiration: 02/13/1998 
Phone Number: (303) 966-4215 

I Inspection Date: 03/10/1998 

RECEIVED 

Approval Issued on: 03/26/1998 

Issued by: 
-. - 

Immediately notify the Asbestos Unit of project modifications by fa ar 782-0278 and the appropriate c o w  heulrh deparrrnent 
by fax. Project modifications include changes in the scope of work or the scheduled work dates. 

SdAWtblin\ 11196 KKk 41690 61091 Rock T m y  H:\dataUxs\formsUmw97.mt 
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De artment A .. CORRES* States Government INCOMING LTR NO. , ~ .  

.- 

I 

Reviewed for Addressee 
Corres. Control RFP 

Ref Ltr. # 

C O E  ORDER 
/ 

AMGO:AMD:SRS:0686 1 

Approval for the Demolition of Buildings 113, 114, 123, and 123s 

Marvin Brailsford 
Vice President, Safeguards Security, Site Operations and Integration 
Kaiser-Hill Company, L.L.C. 

Rocky Flats Fi 

. _-_. -- - 
After-reviewing the requirements of the Department of Energy Order 

-4300.1C for building 123; submitted February 20, 1997, and the revised 

4300.1 C requirements for buildings 1 13, 1 14, 123s submitted 

- --.E. -..... . 
. - -  - .... 

March 13, 1998, the demolition of buildings 113, 114, 123, and 123s is 

hereby approved. 

I 

i 

cc: 
L. Lewis, AMGO, -0 
T. Lukow, AMD, RFFO 
S. Schiesswohl, AMD, RFFO 

Steven R. Schiesswohl 
Realty Officer ’ 

. r ~ 



Denver West RemullatJon D WR C and Construction, LLC. . . . nttwfng the wvitwwwt 

181 9 Denver West Drive 

Golden, CO 80401 
Phone: (303) 215-1 103 

@ Building 26, Suite 200 

Fa: (303) 21 5-1 450 

April 14, 1998 

Mr. Robert Johannes 
Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment 
4300 Cherry Creek South Drive 
Denver, CO 80246 

T. G. Bourgeois 
Manager, Construction Management 

DEMOLITION NOTIFICATION FOR ROCKY FLATS ENVIRONMENTAL TECHNOLOGY SITE; 
BUILDING 123 - WEST SIDE AND 1 13,114,123s - 98-DWRC-365 

Denver West Remediation and Construction (DWRC) received a Demolition Approval Notice 
(No. 98JE1355D-) on March 30,1998, for Buildings 113,114,123S, and 123. Per our 
conversation on April 9, 1998, you indicated that this permit was issued to take care of the west 
side of Building 123 and the ancillary buildings depicted on the notice. 

DWRC is anticipating a release to start demolition on the facility on April 15, 1998. The entire 
demolition effort is expected to proceed until the end of April. This letter is to inform you of our 
anticipated dates and forward the attached Demolition Notification for the west side of Building 
123 and Buildings 113, 114, and 123s. This letter and form will be attached to the Demolition 
Approval Notice as documentation. 

If you have any questions, please contact me at (303) 966-8082. DWRC will keep you informed 
of any changes that may occur. Your help is appreciated. 

TGB:mrnc 

cc: 
Bengel, Paul 
Dorr, Kent 
Records 

- _  .C . - 



STATE OF COLORADO 
Roy Romer, Governor 
Patti Shwayder, Executive Director 

Dedicated to protecting and improving the health and environment of rhe p p l e  of Colorado 
HAZARDOUS MATERIALS AND WASTE MANAGEMENT DIVISION 
httpY/www.cdphe.state.co.uJhm/ 
4300 Cher Creek Dr. S. 
Denver, Co%rado 80246-1 530 
Phone (303) 692-3300 Phone (970) 248-71 64 of Public Health 
F ~ x  (303) 759-5355 F ~ x  (970) 248-71 98 and Environment 

222 S. 6th Street, Room 232 
Grand Junction, Colorado 81 501 -2768 Colorado Department 

April 22, 1998 

Mr. Bill Fitch 
Building 123 Project Manager 
U.S. Department of Energy 
P.O. Box 928 
Golden, CO 80402-0928 

RE: 

Dear Mr. Fitch: 

Building 123 Demolition Plan Approval 

The Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment, Hazardous Materials and Waste 
Management Division (the Division), has reviewed the Demolition Plan for Building 123 Demolition 
Project (hereafter called the Plan) submitted for the Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site 
WETS) on February 17, 1998. The Close-Out Radiological Survey Plan for the 123 Cluster has 
been provided to the Division. Currently, final surveys have been completed for the east-wing of 
Building 123 and Buildings 114 and 123s. Based on our review of the information provided, all 
remaining materials and structures within these buildings have met the unrestricted release standards, 
with the exception of the concrete slab. Contaminated areas within the slab have been sealed 
with a weather proof epoxy coating and covered with a steel plate. Final surveys for Building 113 
and the west-north wing of Building 123 have not been completed. As a result, the Site is not 
presently able to demonstrate that those remaining structures have met the unrestricted release 
standards. 

a 
4 

I 

Although the sequence of areas to be demolished may have changed, based on our conversations with 
the Site, the remaining information in the Plan is accurate. The Division hereby approves the 
Demolition Plan for Building 123 Demolition Project. Although ultimate disposition of the slab is 
pending, demolition of the surrounding walls and roof can proceed. This approval, however, does not 
include Building 113 and the west-north wing of Building 123. Once the fmal radiological survey 
results have been provided to the Division for review, the Division will make a determination on the 
information. Once we have completed our review, we will issue our decision as to whether or not the 
Site can proceed with the demolition of these buildings. 

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact Chris Gilbreath at (303) 692-3371. 

D&D Project Coordinator 

cc: T. Rehder, EPA 
S. Gundersm, CDPHE 
D. Miller, AGO 
K. Don, Kaiser-Hill, T- 130F 

-_ I_ - 



CORRES. CONTROL - 
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May8, 1998 

Keith A. Klein 
Deputy Manager for Technical Programs 
DOE, RFFO 

KAIS E R HILL 
c o $1 r .A R Y 

98-RF-02467 

REQUEST FOR AUTHORIZATION TO COMMENCE DEMOLITION - AMP-085-98 

Ref: 

Kaiser-Hill (K-H) is submitting written notification to the Office of the Assistant Manager for 
Environmental Compliance informing DOE that K-H is ready to proceed with the demolition of the 
remainder of the Building 123 cluster. 

(a) KA.  Klein ltr, 05078, to A. M. Parker, Environmental Readiness Evaluation, June 30, 1997 

In accordance with reference (a), K-H is requesting written notification to commence this work. 

If you have any questions on this matter, please contact Jill Bruse at extension 4807 or pager 212-3377. 

~~~ 

! Alan M. Parker 
Vice President 
Closure Projects Integration 

I 
CORRES.CONTROL 1 X 
ADMlN RECRD/OBO 1 

CLASSIFICATION: 
UCNl 
UNCLASSIFIED 
CONFIOENTUU 

I 

AUTHORIZED CLASSIFIER 

v;A;rsIF13OG I 

SIGNATURE: 
Exempt per CEX-266-95 
IN REPLY TO R f f  CC NO.: 

SJB:rwa 

Original and 1 cc - K. A. Klein 

cc: 
Mike Erickson 

ACTION ITEM STATUS: a PARTlAUOPEN 
CLOSED 

LTR APPROVALS: 

OP lJP-IST INITIALS: Kaiser-Hill Comuanv. L.L.C. . , I  ~ 

J &’ :rwa Coltrfer Address: Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site, State Hny. 93 and Cactus, Ro&y Flats, C O  SO&? * iC3.966.7000 
l4af/ll1: .4ddrtw P.O. Box 464, Golden, Colorado 804024464 A (Rev. 1/98) 



United States Government Department of Energy 

memorandum 
DATE: 

REPLY TO 
AlTN OF. 

SUBJECT: 

TO: 

MAY 1 3 1998 

AMEC.ECD:MOE:033 65 

Approval to Proceed with Building 123 Demolition 

Alan Parker, Vice President 
Closure Projects Integration 
Kaiser-Hill Company, L. L. C 

Rocky Flats Field Office . 

Your request ‘Letter, 98-RF-02467, dtd 5/8/98, subject as above’ to commence Building 

123 Demolition is approved for the north and west wings. The Rocky Flats Field Office 

Environmental Readiness Evaluation (ERE) team will continue to monitor the project to 

ensure that start-up is smooth and that the post-start-up findings are closed. 

Deputy Manager for Technical Programs 

cc: 
E. Kray, CDPHE 
R. Warther, DNFSB 

J. Legare, AMEC, W O  
M. Weis, AMPA, RJTO 
D. Lowe, AME, RFFO 
B. Fitch, E m ,  RFFO 

T. Weadock, EH-24, HQ 
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. - -  e- ' CERmICATE OF DESTRUCTION 
FOR lllllilliliilllnlllnlllllllliillllllllllllllllllllllllllll LO00000808 

PROPERTY CONTROL NUMBER L O ~ O O O O  $08- 

THE FOLLOWING ARE EXCLUSIONS NOT AUTHORIZED FOR DESTRUCTION 
USING THIS CERTIFICATE 

Nuclear MateriaLs: (41 CFR 101-42.1 102-4) 
Upholstered or Clothcovered items: (41 CFR 101-42&44.108.5) 

Gas Cylinders (41 CFR 101-42.1 107-7) 

Chemicals: (41 CFR-42.1102-7) 
Weapons: (41 CFR 101.309-8) 

Software: (41 CFR 101-42) 
Batteries: (41 CFR 42) Safes: (41 CFR 101-42.1 102- 1) 

Flags: (41 CFR 101-45.1&46202) 

Destruction of the above must be quested under separate letter to the Dyncorp of 
Colorado, Inc., Property Administrator 

a 
I 

Under the provision of the Federal Acquisition Regulation, Paragraph 45.61 1 (2) the proep 
described above has been destroyed under coutr&t A4 4/52 % M C ,dated 9/2$? 

ZZsk 0rCC.r 8 

SI 181% 
Signature of doperty Custodian or Destruuion Official Date ' 

T yY7. a--. n/t L 8 C - J  

Print me a.pd Title of Property Management 

Sigrkture bf Property of Property Administrator e 

s-kf/Y r 
DATE 



PROPERTY CONTROL NUMBER L LR~OOQC 9-32 

MANUFACTURENAME /c/A 

THE FOLLOWING ARE EXCLUSIONS NOT AUTHORIZED FOR DESTRUCTION 
USING THIS CERTIFICATE 

Nuclear Materials: (41 CFR 101-42.1 102-4) Chemicals: (41 CFR-42,1102-7) 
Upholstered or Clothcovered items: (41 CE% 101-42&44.108.5) Weapons: (41 CFR 101.309-8) 
Batteries: (41 CFR 42) 
3% Cylinders (41 CFR 101-42.1 107-7) 

Safes: (41 CFR 101-42.1102-1) 
Sofhtrare: (41 CFR 101-42) 

Flags: (41 CFR 101-45.1&46202) 

Destruction of the above must be reqU&ted under separate letter to the Dyncorp of 
Colorado, Inc., Property Administrator - 

Under the provision of the Federal Acquisition Regulation, Paragraph 45.61 1 (2) the proeprty 
described above has been destroyed under contrzkt x/ /  41.52 3B M c .dated 9/25/97’ 

estruction Official 

51@148 
stodian or Destruction Official Date 

rl)Dr&& L. ?%”.+ 
m e  and Title ohsintexested Witness 

5 / / d 9 v  
DATE ’ ‘ 

pi? 0 J , /q[.LLfi.,> 

.s--is -2F. 
DATE 



CERTIFICATE OF DESTRUCTION 
FOR 

GOVERNMEW PROPERTY 

LO00000451 

THE FOLLOWING ARE EXCLUSIONS NOT AUTHORIZED FOR DESTRUCTION 
USING THIS CERTIFICATE 

Nuclear Materials: (41 CFR 101-42.1 102-4) 
Upholstered or Clothcovered items: (41 CE% 101-42&44.108.5) 

CJas Cylinders (41 CFR 101-42.1 107-7) 

Chemicals: (4 1 CFR-42.1102-7) 
Weapons: (41 CFR 101.309-8) 

Software: (41 CFR 101-42) 
Batteries: (41 CFR 42) Safes: (41 CFR 101-42.1IL02-1) 

Flags: (41 CFR 101-45.1&46202) 

@ Destruction of the above must be requested under separate letter to the Dyncorp of 
Colorado, Inc., Property Administrator 

Under the provision of the Federal Acquisition Regulation, Paragraph 45.61 1 (2) the proep r 

,dated 9/25 4'? - .  C 7 described above has been destroyed under contract 
b Z k k  Orddr 8 

* Vwd &urDJRe 
truction Official 

7 5J18 146 
Signat& of P&erty Custodian or Destruction Official Date 

Witness 

Signature of D i s i n t d t d  Witness 

1'23 tT- / q L L S L J  
Print  N a p e  and Title of Property Management 

-;</ ;d&- 
Signaiure of Property of Property Administrator 

q/d? s' 
DATE ' 



* - -  CERmXCATE OF DESTRUCTION 
FOR 

LO00000807 --__ - GOVEX”IENT PROPERTY \, - _- 

PROPERTY CONTROL NUMBER L #oooo 

U,/d,l74 /23 s - . .  SERIAL NUMBER - 

MANUFACTURENAME 

THE FOLLOWING ARE EXCLUSIONS NOT AUTHORIZED FOR DESTRUCTION 
USING THIS CERTIFICATE 

Nuclear Materials: (41 CFR 101-42.1102-4) Chemicals: (41 CFR-42.1102-7) 
Upholstered or (30th-covered items: (41 CFR 101-42tk44.108.5) Weapons: (41 CFR 101.309-8) 

Sobare: (41 CFR 101-42) .e.-, 

Batteries: (41 CFR 42) Safes: (41 CEX 101-42.1102-1) 
Gas Cylinders (41 CFR 101-42.1 107-7) 

Flags: (41 CFX 101-45.1&46202) 

Destruction of the above must be requested under separate letter to the Dyncorp of 
Colorado, Inc., Property Admiitrator 

- 

Under the provision of the Federal Acquisition Regulation, Paragraph 45.61 
described above has been destroyed under contract KH 4/52 36 M C 

ZZ4k Ordo- 8 
klW GUTWE\e 

Print Nqne and.Titlwf destruction Official 

Signature of Hoperty Custodian or Destruction Official 

5// f/9K 
DATE’ ‘ 

rH. .K [ v i ~ ~ ~ ~ j  
Print r>riunexand Title of Property Management 

of Property Admiinismtor 
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SOIL SAMPLING AND ANALYSIS PLAN 
TO CHARACTERIZE 

INDIVIDUAL HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCE SITES (IHSSs) 
121 AND 148 

AT BUILDING 123 

a 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 PURPOSE 

The purpose of a Sampling and Analysis Plan (SAP) is to characterize the presence or absence 
of hazardous and/or radioactive contamination in the soil beneath the Building 123 concrete slab, 
leaks adjacent to selected sumps, process waste lines, and pits, localized spills and the general 
condition of the surrounding grounds. The goal of the field investigation is to determine the 
presence of contamination in the soil to support the decontamination and demolition of Building 
123 and fulfill criteria defined by the Proposed Action Memorandum (PAM) for the 
Decommissioning of Building 723 (RMRS 1997a). 

The objective of the SAP is to define specific data needs, sampling and analysis requirements, 
data handling procedures, and associated Quality AssurancelQuality Control (QNQC) 
requirements for this project. All work will be performed in accordance with the Rocky Mountain 
Remediation Services, L.L.C. (RMRS) Quality Assurance Program Description (QAPD) (RMRS 
1997b). 

1.2 BACKGROUND 

Building 123 is located on Central Avenue between Third and Fourth Streets at the Rocky Flats 
Environmental Technology Site (RFETS, Figure 1-1). The Building 123 area encompasses 
overlapping IHSSs 121 and 148 and a portion of RCRA Unit 40 (Figure 1-2). 

Four (4) associated Potential Areas of Contamination (PACs), 100-601, 100-602, 100-603, and 
100-61 1 have been identified in the RFETS Historical Release Report(HRR, DOE 1992~). The 
PACs were established as the result of documented spill incidents. 

Unconfirmed reports of contaminant spills have been indicated in interviews with building 
employees. In the late 1960’s or early 1970s a cesium-contaminated liquid was spilled on the 
concrete floor in Room 109C (Figure 1-2). The floor was immediately sealed to immobilize the 
contamination. No further action was initiated to address consequences of the spill. 

1.2.1 IHSS 121 . 

IHSS 121 consists of RCRA Unit 40 underground Original Process Waste Lines (OPWLs) P-1, 
P-2, and P-3, which were designated in the Final Phase I RCRA Facility Investigatiu~Remedial 
Investigation (RFVRI) Work Plan For Operable Unit 9 (DOE 1992a). The area has also been 
identified as PAC 000-121 in the HRR. The OPWL system constitutes former Operable Unit No. 
9 (OU 9) and RCRA Unit 40, the plant-wide process waste system comprised of tank and 
underground pipelines constructed to transport and temporarily store process wastes from point 
of origin to on-site treatment and discharge points. 
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All process waste generated from 1952 to 1968 was transferred from Building 123 to Building 441 
through line P-2, which ran below the west side of the east wing before exiting at the southeast 
corner of the building. In 1968 the east wing was extended about fifty (50) feet to the south. 
Prior to the building addition, two manholes (MH-2 and MH-3, Figure 1-2) were constructed and 
the line was extended south to MH-2, then east to MH-3, and north to MH-4, before assuming the 
original path at P-2. The extension was designated as P-3. One manhole was abandoned and 

. covered by the building addition. In 1972, a west wing was constructed, extending south from 
the northwest corner of the original building. Prior to construction of the wing, line P-1 was 
installed to transfer waste to manhole MH-1, then east to a junction with P-3 at MH-2 (Figure 1-2). 
The lines transferred the following process waste from Building 123: 

Rev. 1, Page 4 of 20 
Date Effective: 05/20/98 

Acids: nitric acid (HNO,), hydrofluoric acid (HF), sulfuric acid (H2S04), hydrochloric acid 

Bases: ammonium hydroxide (",OH) and sodium hydroxide (NaOH); 

-m acetic acid (C2H402), and perchloric acid (HCIO,); 

0 Solvents: acetone, alcohols, cyclohexane, toluene, xylenes, triisooctomine, and ether; 

Radionuclides: various isotopes of plutonium (Pu), americium (Am), uranium (U), and 

Metals: beryllium (Be) (trace amounts); and 

Others: ammonium thiocyanate, ethylene glycol, and possible trace amounts of 

cunum (cm); 

0 

0 

polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) (DOE 1992a). 

In 1982, P-2 and P-3 were abandoned and plugged with cement. In 1989 the process waste 
transfer system was upgraded, including removal of the east-west section of P-1 between MH-2 
and MH-3. The north-south section of P-1 between Building 123 and MH-1 was converted to the 
new process system. Three large, interconnected concrete sump pit areas were installed in 
Rooms 156, 157, and 158 to accommodate process waste system backup. Pipe was installed 
connecting MH-1 to Valve Vault 18. A second building addition was also made to the south end 
of the east wing, partially overlying line P-3 (Figure 1-2). 

Currently, all process waste throughout Building 123 is collected in floor sumps. Each sump 
collects and temporarily stores liquid waste which is then pumped through overhead lines into a 
main floor sump in Room 158. The waste is then gravity-fed through P-1 to Valve Vault 18, then 
to underground Tank T-2 (Tank 853) at Building 428, and finally to Building 374 for treatment 
(Figure 1-2). 

1.2.2 IHSS 148 

A detailed characterization of former Operable Unit No. 13 (OU 13) was conducted from 
September 1993 to February 1995 as part of a Phase I RCRA RFI/RI. The characterization 
included high-purity germanium (HPGe) surveys, vertical soil profiles, surface soil sampling and 
soil gas surveys. The investigation identified an area of reported small spills of nitrate-bearing 
wastes along the east side of Building 123 and a potential for soil contamination beneath the 
building due to possible leaks in OPWL P-2. The area was established as IHSS 148 and 
detailed in the Final Phase 1 RF/A?/ Work Plan for Operable Unit 13 (DOE 1992b). The area has 
also been identified as Under Building Contamination (UBC) 123 and PAC 100-148 in the HRR. 

Thirty-four (34) analytes were detected in the surface soil survey, including twenty-six (26) 
inorganic compounds and eight (8) radionuclides. Eleven (1 1) analytes exceeded background 
limits at a minimum of one sample location throughout IHSS 148. Constituents that exceeded 
minimum detection levels or activities are indicated in Table 1-2. 



SOIL SAMPLING AND ANALYSIS PLAN RF/RMRS-97-023 
TO CHARACTERIZE INDIVIDUAL 
HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCE SITES (IHSSs) 
121 AND 148 AT BUILDING 123 

Table 7-2 Constituents Detected above Minimum Detection Levels or Activities in 
Soil Samples Collected during Surface Soil Survey at IHSS 748 
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1 1 I 

Constituents Detected 
Above Minimum 

Detection Levels or 
Activities 

e 

Maximum Background Tier I I  Soil Action 
Concentration Limits" Leve I sb 

Chromium 

Cobalt 

95.6 mglkg 24.9 mgkg 4860 mglkg 

28.7 mglkg 24.8 mglkg 123,000 mg/kg 

Copper 

Lead 

Nickel 

Strontium 

Zinc . .. 

27.3 mglkg 43.4 mglkg 

165 mg kg 

52.4 mgkg 

94.7 mgkg 

Jzo msn<g 

61.4 mgkg 

26.8 mgkg 

90.1 mglkg 

86.6 mgkg 

81,800 mglkg 

1000 mgkg 

40,900 mgkg 

>1,000,000 mgkg 

i >I ,000,000 mgkg 

0.0227 pCi/g 38 pCi/g I I (llgfO.032 
I I I 

~ ~ u t o n i u m ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  I 0.169 & 0.04 pCi/g I 0.066 pCi/g I 252 pCi/g 
I I t 

U rani u m-233/-234 I 2.04 f 0.396 pCVg I 2.253 pCi/g I 307 pCi/g 
~p 

2.14 f 0.309 pCi/g I 2.00 pCi/g I 103 pCi/g 

a Source: DOE 1 995, Geochemical Characterization of Background Surface Soils: Background Soils 
Characterization Program, May. 

on office worker exposure to soil; radionuclide action levels are based on annual dose limits. 
Source: DO€ 1996, Final Rocky Flats Cleanup Agreement, July. Metal analyte action levels are based 

Result indicates total chromium (chromium Ill + chromium VI). 
Result indicates chromium VI only. Action level for chromium I l l  is >1,000,000 mgkg. 
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The soil-gas survey was conducted on a 25-foot grid in accordance with the 0413 RFI/RF (DOE 
1992b) work plan. Samples were analyzed in the field using Gas Chromatography Mass 
Spectrometry (GUMS). Sixty-four (64) soil-gas locations were sampled during the survey. 
Thirteen (1 3) samples contained volatile organic compound (VOC) levels in excess of the 1 pg/ L 
method detection limit. Benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylene (BTEX) fuel constituents 
were detected in samples collected from the perimeter of Building 123 and within the east and 

~ west wings of the building. Trichlorofluoromethane (TCFM) was detected in nine samples 
distributed throughout the IHSS 148 area at levels up to 2.6 kg/ L. Tetrachloroethene (PCE) was 
detected at 1.5 pg/ L in a sample collected to the east of Building 123. The presence of organic 
extraction constituents is consistent with unconfirmed reports that such liquids used in radionuclide 
analyses were occasionally disposed onto the soil surface outside of Building 123 and allowed to 
evaporate. Analyses results indicate that subsurface infiltration precluded full evaporation. 

1.2.3 
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Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Unit 40 

The Building 123 area encompasses a portion of RCRA Unit 40, which includes all active 
overhead and underground and process waste lines in and around Building 123. No other RCRA 
unit exists within the Building 123 area. A plan for partial closure of RCRA Unit 40 will be written 
to characterize and manage all active OPWLs associated with Building 123, as all abandoned 
lines were properly decommissioned prior to implementation of RCRA regulations. 

1.2.4 Potential Areas of Contamination (PACs) 

PACs 100-601, 100-602, 100-603, and 100-61 1 were identified in the HRR, and involve potential 
impact to the soils surrounding Building 123. All of the four (4) PACs are located in Figure 1-2. 
The following outlines the nature of each PAC by describing the occurrence, constituents 
released, and response to the occurrence. 

PAC 100-601, Phosphoric Acid Spill 

On April 13, 1989, two five-gallon plastic containers of phosphoric acid, which were among other 
containers of waste chemicals awaiting disposal in a storage cabinet outside of Building 123, 
deteriorated and leaked a portion of the contents onto the paved ground surface. Approximately 
one gallon of 1,2 ethylhexyl phosphoric acid leaked from the containers. At the time the release 
was detected, approximately eight ounces of the liquid were present on the ground within the 
vicinity of the cabinet. The spill was contained and the remaining liquid was properly disposed. 
No further action was required to address consequences of the spill. 

PAC 100-602, Process Waste Line Break 

On April 13,1989, Valve Vault 17, located on Cottonwood Avenue between Building 443 and 
444, was found to be flooded with approximately 1,200 gallons of aqueous waste. Subsequent 
investigation indicated that the source of the waste was a break in the active portion of P-1 in 
manhole MH-1 (Figure 1-2). Leakage from the break had migrated into bedding material 
surrounding the pipe and ultimately reached Valve Vault 17 through either pipe bedding materials 
(Le., soils) or a PVC electrical conduit. The release also migrated into a section of the OPWL 
network. Discharge of Building 123 process waste into the broken line was discontinued on 
April 18, 1989, five days after the initial detection of release at Valve Vault 17. The potentially 
affected area includes the active process waste line between MH-2 and Valve Vault 18; the 
process waste line between Valve Vault 18 and Valve Vault 17, soils surrounding Valve Vault 18 
and Valve Vault 17, and OPWL P-3 between MH-2 and MH-3. In July 1989, groundwater 
containing blue dye used several months earlier to trace the release was observed seeping into 
excavations around Valve Vault 18. 
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The release consisted of Building 123 process waste. An estimate was made of types and 
quantities of materials released to the environment during the five-day period between detection 
of the release and diversion of Building 123 wastes from the broken line. The estimate was 
based on typical daily quantities of wastes discharged from Building 123. 

e 25 gallons urine; 

e 1.5 Ibs. ammonium thiocyanate; 

e 

e 
12.5 gallons nitric acid (concentration unknown); 
20 gallons hydrochloric acid (concentration unknown); 

1 .O Ibs. ammonium iodide; and 
2.5 Ibs. ammonium hydroxide (concentration unknown). 

e 
e 

The above wastes would have been diluted in approximately 2,000 gallons of tap water. 

Minor amounts of naturally-occurring uranium were detected in soil and water samples collected 
after the retease. Alpha activity up to 140 pCi/L was recorded in samples of the waste from 
Valve Vault 17. One water sample from MH-2 also contained eight percent ethylene glycol. Soil 
sampling was conducted to determine the source and extent of the release (See Section 1.2.2). A 
temporary surface line was installed, and a replacement underground line was installed in 1989 as 
part of the process line upgrades. Since the affected areas were located near existing IHSSs 
scheduled for investigation and remediation activities, no cleanup was initiated. Water and soil 
samples collected for several weeks after the release indicated that contamination levels (nitrates, 
chlorides and pH) decreased steadily after the broken line was bypassed. 

PAC 100-603, Bioassay Waste Spill 

On June 9, 1989, OPWL P-1 was under excavation and replacement due to a break in the line 
(PAC 100-602). The excavated end of the broken line as temporarily capped with a plastic bag, 
and Building 123 process waste was rerouted to bypass the broken line. A pump used to 
reroute the waste failed and allowed the waste to overflow into the broken line. A portion of the 
waste leaked around the plastic bag and into the excavation. The release was confined to the 
excavation. 

0 

The release consisted of bioassay waste containing hydrochloric acid and nitric acid. The waste 
exhibited a pH of approximately 1. The waste may also have contained urine, and up to a 
combined total of 1.5 gallons of ammonium thiocyanate, ammonium iodide and ammonium 
hydroxide. The estimated maximum volume of the spill was 30 gallons. The released material 
commingled with rainwater in the excavation. 

Potential flow from the excavation was contained with earthen berms. Approximately 100 gallons 
of rainwater contaminated by the spill were neutralized, pumped from the excavation, and 
transferred to the process system for treatment in Building 374. Samples were collected to 
evaluate the spread of contamination. Results indicated that contamination was restricted to the 
excavation within eight feet of Building 123. No further action has been initiated. 

PAC 100-61 1, Building 123 Scrubber Solution Spill 

On November 7, 1989, an inoperative pump in the Building 123 process waste transfer system 
caused the Building 123 Scrubbers 1 and 3 to overflow, spill scrubbing solution into a bermed 
area outside of the building and into three sump pits in Rooms 156, 157, and 158 (Figure 1-2). All 
of the spilled solution was contained within secondary containment structures, and none of the 
solution was believed to have impacted the environment. The pits were pumped out and the 
concrete liners properly sealed. The transfer pump failure was determined to be the result of 
blockage caused by giass filtering wool. 0 
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The scrubbing solution consisted primarily of water and was used to scrub acids and salts used 
in Building 123. Approximately 50 gallons were released to the bermed area, and several 
hundred gallons were contained in the three sump pits. Analysis indicated that the solution 
contained in the bermed area exhibited a pH of 1.6; the solution in the three pits indicated a pH of 
6.0. All spilled materials were contained and transferred into the Building 123 process waste 
transfer for eventual treatment at Building 374. 

1.3 GEOLOGY 
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The local geologic setting includes an industrial area that has been gradually developed. The 
natural soils have been disturbed and replaced by fill during installation of the OPWLs and 
covered by pavement and structures including Building 123. The soils, fill, pavement, and 
structures are underlain by Rocky Flats Alluvium which averages about 38 feet in thickness and 
is composed of poorly to moderately sorted clay, silt, sand, and gravel. The Cretaceous 
Arapahoe Formation underlies the superficial material and is mainly claystone and silty claystone 
with sandstone bodies present. Groundwater exists below the site at a depth of approximately 
12-17 feet and flows in a generally eastward direction. 

2.0 SAMPLING RATIONALE 

Historical information detailed in Section 1.2 provides general indications of the types of 
compounds anticipated at each IHSS, and was used to develop a systematic sampling strategy 
for this investigation. The sampling rationale is based on historical data. Sample points were 
selected at biased locations and randomly at other areas. Preliminary sampling will be restricted 
to soils underlying and surrounding Building 123. 

The following conditions were considered in the development of the sampling strategy: 

e The operating history of Building 123 suggests that contaminants may have been 

The physical and chemical properties of the contaminants suggest a chronic presence if 

released into the environment; 

released into the environment; and 
e 

0 Historical data indicate the presence of contaminants in quantities above the maximum 
background concentrations defined by Site Procedure 4-U50-REP-1006, Radiological 
Characterization of Bulk or Volume Materials and the Background Geochemical 
Characterization Report (DOE 1993). 

The conceptual models of contaminant migration involve percolation downward through the 
vadose zone (generally less than 10 feet thick) to the water table. The groundwater flow in this 
area is predominantly to the northeast. Contaminants may volatilize or biodegrade before 
reaching the shallowest groundwater zone. Contaminant concentrations are also reduced by 
dispersion during migration through the porous Rocky Flats Alluvium. Paved portions of the 
Building 123 area provide an additional impedance to contaminant migration, as precipitation is 
diverted to the storm water drainage system instead of percolating through the ground surface 
(DOE 1992b). 

." ... 
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3.0 DATA QUALITY OBJECTIVES (DQOs) 
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The U. S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has established a process to direct Superfund 
decision-making as the basis for developing DQOs. DQOs are designed to ensure that the 
type, quantity, and quality of environmental data used in decision making are appropriate for the 

. intended application. Data requirements to support this project were developed and are 
implemented in the project using criteria established in Guidance for the Data Quality Objective 
Process, QNG-4 (EPA 1994). 

The data quality objective process consists of seven steps and is designed to be iterative; the 
outputs of one step may influence prior steps and cause them to be refined. Each of the seven 
steps are described below for the investigative area in Figure 4-1. The data collected from this 
investigation will be compared to the Tiers I and I I  action levels of the Rocky Fiats Cleanup 
Agreement Action Levels and Standards Framework for Surface Water, Groundwater and Soil to 
determine if remediation is necessary for the Site. 

3.1 STATE THE PROBLEM 

Previous investigations of the Site have identified various types of contamination that have either 
spilled the soil or leaked from various process lines and/or sumps. The purpose of this 
investigation is to determine the presence or absence of hazardous andor radioactive 
contamination in the soil and impacting groundwater beneath the Building 123 concrete slab, leaks 
adjacent to selected sumps, process waste lines, and pits, localized spills and the general 
condition of the surrounding grounds. 

3.2 IDENTIFY THE DECISION 

3.2.1 Soils 

Decisions required to be made using the data collected for subsurface soils include: 

Do activities of radiological contaminants in soil along process waste lines, sumps and pits 
exceed the RFCA Action Levels? 

Do VOCs, semi-VOCs, metals, PCBs, Total Organic Compounds and nitrate exceed the 
RFCA Action Levels? 

3.2.1 Groundwater 

Decisions required to be made using data collected for contaminants impacting groundwater 
include: 

NOTE: An independent groundwater SAP will be developed by Environmental Restoration (ER) 
to evaluate the impact, if any, to groundwater in the Upper Hydro-Stratigraphic Unit Alluvial 
materials and is not within the scope of this SAP. However, this data along with the soil sampling 
data will be used by ER to evaluate and rank IHSSs 121 and 148. 

3.3 

Do contaminants of concern impact groundwater above the RFCA Action Levels? 

IDENTIFY INPUTS TO THE DECISION 

Inputs to the decision include radiochemical and chemical results from subsurface soil and 
groundwater samples for comparison to RFCA Action Levels. Analysis will be performed as e outlined in Table 4-4. 
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3.4 DEFINE THE BOUNDARIES 
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The investigative boundaries and rationale are detailed in Section 4 of this SAP 

3.5 DECISION RULE 

- If the radiochemical activities or chemical concentrations in the subsurface soil exceed RFCA 
Action Levels for subsurface soil and groundwater, an evaluation, remedial action or management 
action is required. 

3.6 DECISION LIMITS 

Decision on further investigation will be based on Environmental Restoration Ranking and 
additional characterization, if required, will be based upon the analytical resiilts. The sample 
locations were based on previous investigations, spills identified in the HRR, and the location of 
OPWLs and RCRA process lines. Groundwater monitoring will be performed in accordance with 
the RFETS Integrated Monitoring Plan (DOE 1997d). 

4.0 SAMPLING ACTIVITIES 

4.1 Sample Location and Frequency 

The sampling event will focus on the soils underlying and surrounding Building 123 as indicated in 
Figure 4-1. Subsurface soils will be sampled to a total depth of six (6) feet as described in 
Section 4.3, as historical data indicates that the presence of contaminants below this depth is 
unlikely (DOE 1992b). However, evaluation of sample analyses results may indicate a potential 
for groundwater contamination. 

Forty-six (46) locations will be sampled: six (6) will be collected immediately beneath the building 
slab at a depth of approximately one foot; twenty (20) will be located underneath the building 
slab at a depth of approximately six feet; and twenty-two (22) will be located in areas 
surrounding Building 123 (Figure 4-1). Locations were determined with respect to underground 
OPWLs and paved and unpaved areas. The investigation will focus on the following areas: 

0 Unpaved areas along the east side of Building 123, to further characterize potential areas 

Underground OPWLs beneath and to the south of Building 123; 

Points at which the overhead waste process lines enter the subsurface at the south end 

of volatile organic constituent Contamination; 

0 

0 

of the west wing of Building 123; 

0 PACs: 

0 Locations of process waste sumps, waste pumping stations, and OPWL junctions and . 
elbows. 

0 Random samples will be used to characterize the remainder of the Building 123 area. West 
side) According to Final Phase l RWRI Work Plan for Operable Unit 13, 700 Area (DOE 
1992) and personnel interviews, no contaminant spills or leaks have been reported in 
these areas, therefore, boreholes will be drilled at 50 foot intervals along the west 
boundary of the building. 



. 

Area of Concern Reason # of DepthAnterval 
Samples 

Unpaved Areas Potential VOC contamination 3 6 feet 
OPWLS Potential contamination 14 6 feet 

lines 
PACs Potential contamination 3 6 feet 

Sumps, pump stations, Potential contamination 10 6 feet 

Random sampling (west 10 6 feet 
side) 

Underground Process waste Potential contamination 3 1 foot 

junctions, elbows 3 1 foot 
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Figure 4-1 Soil Sampling Locations 
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The site standard sample numbering system will be implemented in this project. A simple, unique, 
alphanumeric location code will be assigned to each sample while in the field. Prior to sample 
collection, each sample location will be established using tape and compass. Sample locations 
outside Building 123 will be marked with a reference flag or stake; locations on the building slab 

- will be marked with fluorescent spray paint. Sample numbers (Le., 98AOOOX.OOX.OOX) will be 
assigned to the project by the Analytical Services Division (ASD). In preparation of the final 
report, a matrix will be developed to correlate the individual sample numbers to location codes. 

4.3 SAMPLE COLLECTION 

Sample depths will be reached using a Geoprobee truck-mounted hydraulic ram in accordance 
with Site Procedure 5-21 000-ER-OPS-GT.39, Push Subsurface Soil Sampling. Soil cores will be 
recovered continuously in two-foot increments using a 1 -inch diameter by 24-inch long stainless 
steel-lined California core barrel. Recovered soil will be placed into a stainless steel bucket until 
the desired depth is reached, at which time the soil will be composited by hand using a stainless 
steel trowel. However, VOC samples will be collected as grab samples and not composited. 
Cores will be monitored with a Flame lonization Cletector (FID) or a Photoionization Detector (PID) 
in accordance with Site Procedure 5-21 000-OPS-F0.15, Photoionization Detectors and Flame 
lonization Detectors for health and safety purposes. 

Locations beneath the building slab will be sampled by coring through the slab with a hand-held, 
rotary-type concrete corer to access the underlying soils. The procedures used for coring are 
outlined in RF/RMRS-97-1 25.UN, Concrete Sampling and Analysis Plan to Characterize the 
Building 123 Slab. This procedure will be modified to describe sampling through the slab prior to 
sampling activities taking place. Resulting holes will be properly back-filled with granular 
bentonite. 

A Radiological Control Technician (RCT) will scan each sample with a Field Instrument for the 
Detection of Low Energy Radiation (FIDLER). Equipment will also be monitored for radiological 
contamination during sampling activities. All sampling equipment will be decontaminated with an 
alconox solution, and rinsed with deionized water, in accordance with Environmental Management 
Department (EMD) Operating Procedure 5-21 000-OPS-FO.03, General Equipment 
Decontamination, Section 5.3.1, Cleaning Steel or Metal Sampling Equipment Without Steam in 
the Field. All other sampling equipment will include standard items such as chain of custody seals 
and forms, logbooks, etc. The cores will be visibly inspected for signs of contaminant staining, 
then visually logged by the field geologist as per Site Procedure 5-21 000-ER-OPS-GT.O1 , 
Logging Alluvial and Bedrock Material. Additional samples will be collected if cores exhibit visible 
evidence (staining, odors, etc.) of contamination at shallower depths. 

Three (3) field duplicates will be collected to represent at least 5% of the sample batch to provide 
adequate information on sample variability, as defined in Guidance for Data Quality Objectives 
Process (EPA 1994). 

Sample points will be surveyed for location and elevation using Global Positioning System 
(GPS) equipment to ensure accuracy in data plotting. 

Health and safety requirements will be specified in an addendum to the Building 123 
Decommissioning Project Health and Safety Plan (RF/RMRS-97-022). Personal protective 
equipment (PPE) and air monitoring requirements, and hazard assessments not otherwise defined 
in the Building 123 PAM will be addressed in the addendum. 
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4.4 Sample Handling and Analysis 

Samples will be handled according to Environmental Management Department (€MD) Operating 
Procedures Volume/ Field Operations, OPS-FO. 13, Containerization, Preserving, Handling, and 
Shipping of Soil and Water Samples, Volume I, and OPS-FO.10, Receiving, Labeling, and 
Handling of Environmental Containers. 

Table 4-4 indicates analytical requirements. Samples will be submitted to an offsite, EPA- 
approved laboratory for analysis under a 30-day result turnaround time. 
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Table 4-4 Analytical Requirements for Soil San 
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a 
Container Preservation Analysis 

I I 

Total Organic I Soil I 46 samples 

Medium Number of 
Samples 

Nitrates 

Target Analyte 
List (TAL) 
Metals 

Target 
Compound 
List (TCL) 
Volatiles 

TCL Semi- 
Volatiles 

3 duplicates 
3 rinsates 

Soil 46 samples 
3 duplicates 
3 rinsates 

Soil 46 samples 
3 duplicates 
3 rinsates 

Soil 46 samples 
3 duplicates 

I (one) 250 ml 
tvide-mouth 
]lass iar 

Cool, 4" C 

2 (two) 125 ml 
,vide-mouth 
glass teflon-lined 
ar 

1 (one) 250 ml 
,vide-mouth 
:eflon-lined jar 

1 (one) 250 ml 
Hide-mouth 
teflon-lined jar 

1 (one) 250 ml 
glass jar 

EPA 
Method 

Cool, 4" C 

Cool, 4" C 

Cool, 4" C 

Cool, 4" C 

EPA 
601 0 

1 (one) 100 ml 
glass jar 

EPA 
8260A 

EPA 
82708 

EPA 
41 5.1 

EPA 300 
Methods 

EPA 
931 0 

Cool, 4" C 180 days 

NA" 

Gross 
AlphdGross 
Beta 

NAa 

Soil 46 samples 
3 duplicates 
3 rinsates 

les 

lsotopics 
(Urn/", UZ3, 
~ 2 3 9  ~ ~ 2 4 1  

Pu2j9/z40) ' 

Soil 46 samples 
3 duplicates 
3 tinsates 

Holding 
Time 

GEIn-lma 
Spectroscopy 

Soil 46 samples 
3 duplicates 
3 rinsates 

180 Days 

7 days 

7 days 
until 
extract ion, 
40 days 
after 
extraction 

7 days 
until 
extraction, 
40 days 
after 
extraction 

2 days 

t I 

1 (one)250ml I None I 180 days 
glass jar 

I I 

1 (one)250ml I None I 180 days 

I I glass jar 

" No EPA-approved method is currently in place for isotopics analysis. However, guidance is provided in 
procedures defined in Environmental Monitoring Support Laboratory (EMSL)-LV 0539-1 7, Radiological 
and Chemical Analytical Procedures for Analysis of Environmental Samples, March 1979. 
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A project field logbook will be created and maintained by the project manager or designee in 
accordance with Site Procedure 2-S47-ER-ADM-05.15, Use of Field Logbooks and Forms. The 
logbook will include time and date of all field activities, sketch maps of sample locations, or any 

- additional information not specifically required by the SAP. The originator will legibly sign and 
date each completed original hard copy of data. A peer reviewer will examine each completed 
original hard copy of data. Any modifications will be indicated in ink, and initialed and dated by the 
reviewer. Logbooks will be controlled through Document Control. 

Data for this project will be received from the laboratories in an Electronic Disc Deliverable (EDD) 
and archived in the Soil and Water Database (SWD). This information will be provided to Kaiser- 
Hill (K-H) Analytical Services Division (ASD) and the SWD will be identified as the “Owner “of 
the data in the K-H database. Analytical results will be compiled into a sampling and analysis 
report. 

6.0 QUALITY ASSURANCE 

Analytical data collected during this sampling and analysis will be evaluated using the guidance 
established by the Rocky Flats Administrative Procedure 2-G32-ER-ADM-08.02, Evaluation of 
ERM Data for Usability in Final Reports. This procedure establishes the guidelines for evaluating 
analytical data with respect to precision, accuracy, representativeness, completeness, and 
comparability (PARCC) parameters. Data validation will be performed according to the RFETS 
Analytical Project Office (APO), Analytical Services Performance Assurance Group procedures, 
but will be done after the data is used for its intended purpose. Analytical laboratories supporting 
this task have all passed regular laboratory audits by the APO. 

6.1 QUALITY ASSURANCE PROGRAM 

The RMRS Quality Assurance Program describes how RMRS implements the requirements of 10 
CFR 830.1 20 through the RFETS site QA Program. Project specific organizational responsibilities 
must be identified. 

6.2 TRAINING R EQUl REMENTS 

Training requirements for this project must be identified in a Training Implementation Matrix. 
Additional training identified will be documented through 1-31 000-COOP-01 required reading 
Conduct of Operations and 1-31 000-COOP 01 1 ,  Pre-f volution Briefing. 

6.3 CORRECTIVE ACTION 

. 

The site Corrective Action Process (CAP) and the RMRS QA-3.1, Corrective Action procedure 
and the occurrence reporting systems shall be utilized to handle items, services and processes 
not conforming to established requirements. 
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6.4 DOCUMENT CONTROL 

All documents must be prepared, reviewed and approved in accordance with RMRS DC-06.01, 
Document Control Program. If the activity is considered a Comprehensive Environmental 
Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) removal action, all Administrative Records 
(AR) generated shall be identified, handled and submitted in accordance with the RMRS 

- Administrative Record Document Identification and Transmittal (RM-06.04) Procedure. All non-AR 
records shall be handled in accordance with the RMRS Records Identification, Generation and 
Transmittal (RM-06.02) Procedure. All activities described in project documents shall be conducted 
in accordance with approved and controlled instructions and procedures identified in project 
specific documents. 

Rev. 1, Page 17 of 20 
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6.5 RECORDS 

Records generated for this project will be managed in accordance to the RMRS procedure RM- 
06.02, Records Identification, Generation, and Transmittal. Documentation will be entered into the 
Administrative Record in accordance with the RMRS Procedure RM-06.04, Administrative Record 
Document ldentification and Transmittal. 

6.6 CHANGE CONTROL 

Design activities are conducted in accordance with the Site’s Configuration Change Control 
Program and the Integrated Work Control Program, 1 -454000-CSM-001. Activities are also 
conducted in accordance with the RMRS Conduct of Engineering Manual (COEM). 

6.7 PROCUREMENT 

Procurement activities are conducted in accordance the Site Procedure, 1 -W36-APR-111, 
Acquisition Procedure for Requisitioning Commodities and Services and the RMRS QAPD. 

6.8 INSPECTION AND ACCEPTANCE TESTING 

0 
Inspection and Acceptance Testing is conducted in accordance with Site Procedures 1 -D23- 

QAP-10.02, Inspection 1-31 000-COOP 01 9, Returning Systems and Equipment to Service, 
1 -V51 -COEM-DES-210, Design Process Requirements and 1 -197-ADM-12.01, Control of 
Measuring and Test Equipment. 

6.9 MANAGEMENT ASSESSMENTS 

Management Assessments are conducted in accordance with the RMRS QA, 9-01, RMRS 
Management Assessments. 

6.1 0 INDEPENDENT ASSESSMENTS 

RMRS Independent Assessments are conducted in accordance with RMRS, QA-10.01, 
Independent Assessment and RMRS WI, QA-10.01, Conduct of Surveillances. 

6.11 QUALITY CONTROL (QC) 

The following QC sampling requirements will be used as necessary on this project: 

QC samples will be collected as part of the characterization at a frequency of 1 in 20 samples. 
The following types of QC samples will be collected to support characterization: 
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Duplicates: Duplicate (collocated) samples will be collected in the same manner and analyzed 
by the same analytical methods, in the same laboratory as the regular samples. These samples 
will be submitted blind to the laboratory. All duplicate samples will be collected using the same 
sampling equipment used for collection of the regular samples. Sampling equipment will be 
decontaminated while collecting regular and QC samples from the same location. 

Equipment Rinsate Blanks: Will be prepared by collecting distilled water, poured over 
decontaminated sampling equipment, between collection of regular samples and collected only 
when sampling equipment is used. If equipment rinsate blanks will not be collected, all detections 
of COCs will be considered real and not attributable to cross contamination. 

Rev. 1, Page 18 of 20 
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6.12 ANALYTICAL DATA 

Analytical data collected in support of the IHSS 121 and 148 soil sampling project will be 
evaluated using the guidance established by the Rocky Flats Administrative Procedure 2-G32- 
ER-ADM-08.02, Evaluation of ERM Data for Usability in Final Reports. This procedure 
establishes the guidelines for evaluating analytical data with respect to precision, accuracy, 
representativeness, completeness, and comparability (PARCC) parameters. Data validation will 
be performed according to the RFETS APO, Analytical Services Performance Assurance Group 
procedures, but will be done after he data is used for its intended purpose. 

6.12.1 Precision 

Precision is a quantitative measure of variability that is evaluated by comparing analytical results 
for real samples to analytical results for corresponding duplicate samples. Analytical precision for 
a singe analyte is expressed as the Relative Percent Difference(RPD) between results of 
duplicate samples (and matrix spike duplicates) for a given analyte. RPDs indicate the degree of 
reproducibility of both the sampling and analysis methods. The precision criteria for these 
samples are specified in the respective methods. For precision, the typical relative percent 
difference between samples and duplicates is less than or equal to 40% for soil. Duplicates 
comprise at least 5% of the total sample batch. For radiological analysis precision needs to be 
less than 1. 42 Duplicate Error Ratio (DER). 

6.12.2 Accuracy 

Accuracy is a measure of the closeness of a reported concentration to the true value. Analytical 
accuracy is expressed as percent recovery of a spike of a known concentration that has been 
added to an environmental sample before analysis. The QC criterion for acceptable percent 
recovery is 80 percent to 120 percent for all analytes in all media. Accuracy is the responsibility 
of the laboratory. 

6.12.3 Representativeness 

Representativeness is a qualitative measure of data quality defined by the degree to which the 
data accurately and precisely represent a characteristic of a population, parameter variations at a 
sampling point, a process condition, or in this case, an environmental condition. 
Representativeness is ensured through the careful development and review of the sampling 
strategy outline in the SAP and SOPS for sample collection, analysis and field data collection. 

6.12.4 Completeness 

Completeness (90% of valid data) will be evaluated by comparing the SAP to the actual 
sampling episode. The expected percentage of characterization data validation required for the 
project is 25 percent. 

a 
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I) 6.12.5 Comparability 

Comparability will be evaluated by comparing historical data with data collected during this event 
and will be followed in accordance to EPA regulations and Waste Acceptance Criteria, through 
which data will be validated. 

- 7.0 SCHEDULE 

Sample collection and analyses will be conducted in two phases. Phase I will involve collection 
of twenty-four (24) samples outside of Building 123, and two (2) ffield duplicates; Phase I I  will 
involve collection of twenty-six (26) samples within and beneath the Building 123 slab, and two 
(2) field duplicates. Phase I sample results may warrant changes; in Phase I I  sample location and 
frequency, at which time the SAP will be amended to accommodate such changes. 

8.0 ADDITIONAL ACTIVITIES 

8.1 CLOSURE OF RCRA UNIT 40 

The Building 123 slab will remain in place following completion of demolition activities. Proper 
closure of underground, active lines will be contingent upon rinsate and soil sampling analyses 
results for constituents listed in Table 4-4. In the event that no contamination above Tier I I  action 
levels (RFCA, Appendix 6) is detected, the lines will be remediated in accordance with the 
Closure Plan. All surface openings to active lines will be capped with a plug of non-shrinking 
bentonite slurry, and the lines will be abandoned in place under the RCRA Unit 40 Closure Plan. 
Such an action will be considered a RCRA stable configuration in accordance with the Site Part B 

8.2 DISPOSITION OF WASTE 

@ Operating Permit. 

Remediation and closure activities including IHSS soil sampling may generate a combination of 
radioactive, hazardous and mixed wastes. Contaminated soil and pipeline material are expected 
to be the major sources of waste. Wastes consisting of plastic, tools, PPE, and other materials 
associated with remediation will also be a major source of waste. Following remediation activities, 
the RFETS Building Radiation Cleanup Standard (BRCS) will be utilized to determine if residual 
radioactive constituents contained in remaining equipment and remediation debris is compliant with 
RFCA guidelines and appropriate as-low-as-reasonably-achievable (AURA) considerations. 
The BRCS is currently under development in coordination with the EPA, Colorado Department of 
Public Health and the Environment (CDPHE), and U. S. Department of Energy (DOE). Until the 
BRCS is approved, more conservative criteria defined in DOE Order 5400.5 and associated 
RFETS radiation protection procedures will be used to manage debris generated by remedial 
activities. Contaminated waste will be handled by qualified waste packaging technicians who will 
support decontamination specialists and radiation control technicians to identify and segregate 
hazardous or low level waste. Drums or boxes will be provided by the Waste Disposal group. 
Waste packaging technicians will package and label the waste and arrange for radioactive waste 
to be certified by the Waste Certification group. The Project Waste Coordinator will work with the 
certification personnel and prepare all required documentation. Liquid waste generated during 
decontamination of sampling and associated equipment will be cotlected in drums and shipped to 
Building 374 for processing. Solid waste will be managed by the Waste Disposal group and 
moved to a temporary staging area immediately adjacent to the site to be placed in roll-off 
containers until proper disposition is determined. Non-radioactively contaminated soil and pipeline 
material above RCRA hazardous waste regulatory levels will ultimately be disposed of offsite by 
Chemical Waste Management or other approved treatment, storage, and disposal facilities 
(TSDFs) as RCRA hazardous waste. RCRA mixed waste consisting of contaminated soils and 
pipeline material will be disposed of offsite at Envirocare, Utah or at other approved TSDFs. a' 
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Low-level radioactive waste (LLW) will be disposed of at the Nevada Test Site or other 
approved LLW facilities. Non-hazardous, non-radioactive industrial waste will be disposed of at 
an offsite landfill. 

e 
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This attachment includes the following: 

1. Letter from CDPHE approving the PAM and listing other commitments as a condition of the approval, 
dated August 25, 1998. 

2. Letter from CDPHE approving the SAP dated April 10, 1998. 

3. Letter from CDPHE approving the RCRA Closure Plan dated January 8, 1998. 

4. Letter from CDPHE approving the Demolition Plan dated April 22, 1998. 
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August 2 5 : I 997 

Mr. Bill Etch 
Decommissioning, Deactivation and Demolition Project Coordinator 
U.S. Department of Enerw 
P.O. Box 928 
Golden, CO 804024928 

RE: Building 123 Proposed Action Memorandum Approval 

B a r  Mr. Fitch: 

The Colorado Dcpartmmt of Public Health and Environment, Hazardous Mdterials and Waste 
Management Divrsion (the Rivision) has reviewed the revised Proposed Action Menorandiim 
(PAM) for Buildhg 123 submitted for the Rocky Flats Environmcntal Technoloa Site 
August 1 8, 1997. As identified in the PAM, several documents have yet to be develope as part of 
the decommissioning of Building 123. The documents to be developed include: the Project 
fiecution Plan (PEP); the MSS 148 Sampling and Analysis Plan (SAP); the MSS 148 Remediation 
Plan; the RCRA Closure Plan for Unit 40; the asbestos abatement plan; and the demolition plan for 
BuiIding 123. As stated in the PAM, the SAP, the remediation plan and the Unit 40 Closure Plan 
MI. be submitted to thc Division for review and approval prior to initiating work governed by those 
documents. 

The Division hereby conditionally approves the Building 123 PAM (Altacbmcnt 1). As a condition 
of our approval, however, WETS shall submit the asbestos abatement plan to the Division for review 
at least one week prior to implementation. In addition, WETS shall submit the demolition plan ta 
the Division for review and a rovd at teast two weeks prior to jmpIemcntatjon. In the event the 
Division dctermincs either of!$ese plans art inadequate or are not fuIly protective af humm health 
and the environment, the Division may issue a “stop-work” for any and all activities related to the 

YS’ On 

plans. 

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact Chris Gilbmth at (303) 692-3371. 

Rocky Flats Clcanup Agreement Project Coordinator 

cc wl Attachment 1 : cc wlout Attachment 1: 
3. Schieffelin, CDPHE-HMWMD 
D. Miller, AGO 
K. Don, Kaiser-Hill, T-13OP 

T. Rehdcr, EPA 
D. StetTcn, RMRS, T-l30F 

e 



April 10.1998 

Mr. Bill Pitch 
Building I23 ProjGot Manager 
US, Depivtma? of Eaergy 
P.0. Box 928 
Goldcn,CQ 80402-0928 

REt . IZkS U1 and 148 Smpling md Analysis P b  A p p m  * 
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5TATE OF COLORADO 
Roy Romer, Governor 
Patti Shwayder, Executive Director 

Dedicated to protecting and improving the health and environment of the people of Colorado 
HAZARDOUS MATERIALS AND WASTE MANAGEMENT DIVISION 
httpi/www.cdp he.state.co.us/hm/ 

Col~rado Department 4300 Che Creek Dr. S. 
Denver, Cxrado  80246-1 530 
Phone (303) 692-3300 Phone (970) 248-71 64 of Public Health 

and Environment 

222 S. 6th Street, Room 232 
Grand Junction, Colorado 81 501 -2768 

F ~ x  (303) 759-5355 F ~ x  (970) 248-71 98 

April 22, 1998 

Mr. Bill Fitch 
Building 123 Project Manager 
U.S. Department of  Energy 
P.O. Box 928 
Golden, CO 80402-0928 

RE: 

Dear Mr. Fitch: 

The Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment, Hazardous Materials and Waste 
Management Division (the Division), has reviewed the Demolition Planfor Building I23 Demolition 
Project (hereafter called the Plan) submitted for the Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site 
(RFETS) on February 17,1998. The Close-Out Radiological Survey Plan for the 123 Cluster has 
been provided to the Division. Currently, final surveys have been completed for the east-wing of  
Building 123 and Buildings 114 and 123s. Based on our review of the information provided, all 
remaining materials and structures within these buildings have met the unrestricted release standards, 
with the exception of the concrete slab. Contaminated areas within the slab have been sealed 
with a weather proof epoxy coating and covered with a steel plate. Final surveys for Building 113 
and the west-north wing of  Building 123 have not been completed. As a result, the Site is not 
presently able to demonstrate that those remaining structures have met the unrestricted release 
standards. 

Although the sequence of areas to be demolished may have changed, based on our conversations with 
the Site, the remaining information in the Plan is accurate. The Division hereby approves the 
Demolition Plan for Building 123 Demolition Project. Although ultimate disposition'of the slab is 
pending, demolition of the surrounding walls and roof can proceed. This approval, however, does not 
include Building 1 13 and the west-north wing of Building 123. Once the final radiological survey 
results have been provided to the Division for review, the Division will make a determination on the 
information. Once we have completed our review, we will issue our decision as to whether or not the 
Site can proceed with the demolition o f  these buildings. 

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact Chris Gilbreath at (303) 692-3371. 

Building 123 Demolition Plan Approval 

a 
, 

D&D Project Coordinator 

cc: T. Rehder, EPA 
S. Gundersan, CDPHE 
D. Miller, AGO 
K. Dorr, Kaiser-Hill, T- 130F 
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WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR BUILDING 123 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 

Decontamination, dismantlement, and demolition of Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site 
(RFETS) facilities generate a variety of solid and liquid wastes. The waste may be designated 
as radioactive, mixed, hazardous, non-hazardous or asbestos waste and must be managed in 
accordance with State and Federal regulations. 

Building 123 was one of the first 10 buildings constructed at Rocky Flats. The building provided 
an analytical laboratory, dosimetry and instrument calibration facility since its construction in 1953. 
61 23 also provided office space for radiation health specialists; storage for all radiological health 
records; a laboratory for calibration and repair of criticality alarms and other repairkalibration 
shops. 61 23 once housed medical research until such operations were relocated to Building 122. 

1.1 PURPOSE 

The purpose of this document is to describe the waste management program that addresses 
waste management requirements for the decontamination and decommissioning of Building 123. 

The technical basis for development of the Waste Management Plan (WMP) is outlined in the 
U.S. Department of Energy, Office of Environmental Management Decommissioning Resource 
Manual, dated August 1995, and the Draft Decommissioning P fogram Plan. 

1.2 SCOPE 

The scope of this project includes the complete removal of all internal process waste piping, 
process hoods and ductwork, laboratory cabinets, radiologically contaminated materials,' 
polychlorinated biphenyl (PCBs), and all asbestos containing materials from Buildings 123. 
Buildings 1 13,114,123 and 123s will be demolished and materials removed down to the base 
slab. If sampling underneath the slab finds contamination present, the building slab and 
foundation will be removed as required to remediate the contamination. Remediation of the soil 
around Building 123, and possible underground contamination will be done akording to RMRS 
Environmental Restoration (ER) procedures. These remediation activities will also generate low- 
level radioactive waste (LLW) in the form of soil, piping, and debris. Some hazardous or mixed 
waste may also be present. During building demolition this project will generate asbestos and 
low-level waste. Hazardous and mixed waste will also be generated. Hazardous chemicals and 
laboratory equipment will be removed during the building deactivation phase. Process waste 
lines may have low levels of internal contamination caused by processing bioassay and 
environmental samples. Localized areas of contamination within the building may be isolated and 
decontaminated, to limit the amount of low-level and hazardous waste that is generated. 
Projected volumes and types of waste to be generated are discussed below. They are based 
upon preliminary planning, reconnaissance characterization activities, and actual waste generated 
during the decommissioning of Building 123 at the time this document was revised. 
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There will also be a large quantity of asbestos contaminated waste. Asbestos removal will be 
subcontracted to a commercial vendor who is licensed to remove and handle this type of waste. 
Transportation and disposal of non-contaminated asbestos waste will be handled by the 
subcontractor, working with the Rocky Mountain Remediation Services, L.L.C. (RMRS) Waste 
Disposal Group and DynCorp, Inc. (DCI) Traffic Management. They will make certain that the 

.. waste goes to a site that is licensed for asbestos disposal, that is also approved to accept 
waste from Rocky Flats. The processing, packaging, storage, and transportation of industrial 
waste and the asbestos waste will be handled by subcontractors with direct oversight of Waste 
Operations. RMRS Waste Disposal and DCI Traffic Management personnel will also oversee 
these operations. Offsite transportation shall comply within Department of Transportation (DOT) 
regulations. Low-level (LL) radioactive waste, mixed wastes, and asbestos contaminated with 
low-level radioactivity will be certified the Kaiser-Hill Waste Certification group. 

In the event a waste stream, not identified in this summary, is generated by this project and this 
waste stream has the potential of impacting human health or the environment, then RMRS or its 
subcontractor is required to immediately notify Kaiser-Hill’s Environmental Management and 
Compliance Division of the existence of this waste stream. Jointly RMRS and Kaiser-Hill will 
determine the most appropriate management and disposal options for this waste stream. 

2.0 R E S P 0 N S I B I LIT1 ES/P 0 I NTS 0 F C 0 NTA CT 

This section of the WMP presents an overview of the project organization. These individuals are 
the main points of contact for various project activities. Key waste management personnel from 
within the project and other waste management contacts for the project, and a description of their 
waste management responsibilities is presented below. 

2.1 PROJECT MANAGER 

The Project Manager is responsible for management of the project including overall responsibility 
for the waste generated by the project. These responsibilities include assuring adequate and 
timely characterization of the waste and the projection of the quantity of waste expected. In 
addition, the Project Manager should ensure that required plans are in place to handle the types of 
waste to be generated, see that a cost estimate is made and that funds are available to dispose 
of the waste, and oversee and coordinate all project-specific waste management issues, including 
preparation of the WMP and assuring its implementation. Project personnel hill also 
decontaminate and size reduce the waste when it is prudent do so. The Project Manager 
coordinates activities with the Waste Management Liaison, Project Engineer, and Demolition 
Manager to ensure that issues associated with waste generation are addressed, including proper 
characterization, packaging, meeting appropriate RMRS waste acceptance criteria, and filling out 
relevant paperwork, such as travelers, Waste and Environmental Management System updates, 
etc. It is the responsibility of the project to ensure that waste is identified, properly documented, 
segregated, packaged, and prepared for storage or shipment. Waste Operations then receives 
the waste for .onsite storage, or oversees offsite shipment. 

D&D project personnel assigned to the project will provide: 

Waste generation, segregation, decontamination and size reduction, 
Technical support regarding waste generation, packaging and characterization; and 
Review of Integrated Work Control Packages (IWCPs) for waste management actions. 
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2.2 WASTE MANAGEMENT - ENVIRONMENTAL COORDlNATOR (EC) 

This individual is assigned to the Decontamination & Decommissioning (D&D) Construction 
Management group. He assists D&D projects with all aspects of waste management. For this 
project, he will assume the duties of the Environmental Coordinator when building 

. decommissioning begins. This includes coordinating with the Waste Management Liaison to 
handle environmental compliance and waste management issues, and interfacing with waste 
management personnel to schedule and complete waste management activities in a timely manner 
and ensure compliance with all relevant requirements. 

- 

The Waste Management Coordinator arranges for waste packages for low-level, hazardous, or 
mixed waste, and schedules technicians and certification personnel, as needed, to package and 
prepare waste for receipt by Waste Management. 

2.3 WASTE MANAGEMENT - LIAISON 

The Waste Management Liaison coordinates with the Project Manager and is responsible for 
coordination of waste management activities across organizational lines. Some of the groups that 
may become involved include: Radiological Engineering, the Waste Operations group for 
handling, storage and disposal, Traffic Management, the Waste Management Environmental 
Coordinator, and other groups such as Nuclear Safety which may assist with waste management 
activities. This individual will assist the Waste Management Coordinator as needed, providing 
access to waste management personnel across organizational lines. This individual is the contact 
point for all waste management activities. He coordinates onsite transfers, and oversees 
subcontractor operations that deal with the loading of shipments for offsite disposal. He works 
with Traffic Management to prepare the Bills of Lading or the U.S. Department of Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA) Uniform Hazardous Waste Manifests as needed, and coordinate all 
shipments with Traffic Management. 

I 
_ _  2.4 WASTE OPERATIONS SUPPORT 

Waste Operations provides services to the RFETS, including receipt of waste and other 
materials from the project, disposal and recycle as available, and storage of waste. Waste 
Characterization will be done by personnel assigned to the project. Waste Operations will 
oversee the transportation of waste both onsite and offsite. industrial waste shipments, and 
asbestos will be handled by subcontractors. Waste Operations will coordiniite offsite shipments 
and ensure that the waste is sent to an approved disposal site. They will store radioactive 
waste, unless arrangements are made to ship the directly to a disposal site. If waste is shipped 
directly offsite, they will provide oversight and coordination of all shipments. 

2.4.1 Solid Waste Operations 

Solid Waste Operations can provide the following services and support for the project: 

Storage of waste; and 

Receipt of radioactive waste that complies with RMRS Waste Acceptance Criteria (WAC), 
Technical support regarding waste generation, packaging, and characterization, 
Low-LeveVLow-Level Mixed (LULLM) guidance through established programs, 

Review of IWCPs for waste management actions. 
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2.4.2 Waste Disposal Projects 

Waste Disposal Projects is responsible for: 

Offsite shipment of project wastes and materials for disposal, and recycling, 
--• Preparing waste for offsite shipment, 

Maintaining arrangements with offsite facilities for receipt of RFETS waste; and 
Scheduling waste disposai activities as necessary to support project requirements. 

2.4.3 Waste Certification Oversight (Kaiser-Hill) 

Waste Certification Oversight is responsible for: 

waste certification of radioactive waste for shipment purposes. 

2.5 

Waste transfer onsite and offsite will be accomplished with the assistance of a Traffic 
Management representative. This individual will coordinate the onsite transfer and offsite 
shipping of waste. Traffic Management works with the Waste Management Coordinator, 
Construction Superintendent, Waste Management Liaison, and the Environmental Coordinator 
(EC) to ensure that waste packages are transported in a timely manner to the appropriate 
treatment, storage, or disposal location. A large portion of the waste is expected to be shipped 
directly offsite for disposal. Traffic Management is responsible to see that waste packages meet 
the requirements of the Department of Transportation (DOT) (49 CFR) for shipping of waste 
offsite. This group is also prepares the Bills of Lading or EPA Uniform Hazardous Waste 
Manifests for the waste shipments. 

2.6 RADIOLOGICAL ENGINEER 

Radiological Engineering is responsible for all radiological surveys, release of equipment or 
materials to Property Utilization and Disposal (PU&D) or for offsite disposal, radiological health & 
safety, and other miscellaneous activities associated with the radiological aspects of D&D. 
Radiation Control Technicians (RCTs) working under the direction of Radiological Engineering will 
perform surveys and assay equipment and materiats. No equipment or building materials, 
including building rubble, will be allowed to leave Building 123 without receiving proper release 
from this group. 

2.7 CHARACTER IZATlO N S PECl ALlST 

TRAFFIC MANAGER (DCI Traffic Management) 

This individual is responsible for conducting the Reconnaissance Characterization, and directs ail 
sampling and 'analysis of building areas for both radiological and hazardous materials 
identification. She works together with Radiological Engineering to develop the survey plans; In 
the same way, they will work with environmental specialists to develop sampling and analysis 
plans for the IHSS areas, and as appropriate, sampling strategies for determining hazards within 
the building. (asbestos, lead, PCBs, beryllium, and other potential hazardous materials). The 
Characterization Specialist is responsible for generating a Reconnaissance Characterization 
Report, Sampling & Analysis plans, and other sampling strategies as needed, and the Final 
Characterization Report for the project. 
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3.0 WASTE GENERATION 

This section of the WMP provides a detailed description of the wastes and excess materials that 
are expected to be generated by the Building 123 Decommissioning Project. The D&D Waste 

reconnaissance characterization have been used to identify these wastes and excess materials. 
The D&D WSRlC can be referenced to obtain characterization information and a description of the 
methods for waste segregation based on Item Description Codes (IDCs) or Waste Form Codes 
(WFCs). This information is required to properly characterize and prepare radioactive or 
hazardous waste for packaging and certification. Characterization and sampliqg requirements are 
defined in the Building 123 Reconnaissance Level Characterization Report, the Characterization 
Plan and related IWCPs. The Building 123 WSRIC will be revised to include Process 25 
information which will reference the Building 123 D&D waste generation. 

Waste will be generated during each of the following phases of the project: (1) Building Strip-out, 
(2) Asbestos Abatement, (3) Demolition, and (4) Rernediation of the Individual Hazardous 
Substance Sites (IHSS). All types of waste will follow a similar process flow for disposition. 
After waste is generated, it must be identified and classified using established methods and 
documentation. Whenever possible, it is segregated for reuse or recycle. The waste is then 
prepared for packaging. This may include size reduction, consolidation, and bagging. Project 
personnel will accomplish these activities, and prepare the required documentation. Radioactive 
waste must be certified and packaged by trained personnel. It must conform with the particular 
RMRS waste acceptance criteria, depending on its classification. After the waste is packaged, 
the project delivers the waste to Waste Operations for storage or offsite disposal. Non- 
radioactive, non-hazardous waste may be taken directly offsite and handled by a subcontractor, 
however, Waste Management personnel will oversee their activities. Final documentation must 
be prepared before shipments leave the Building 123 area. They may include a radiological 
release, manifests, and Bills of Lading. Waste Management will locate the waste in a storage 
area and arrange for offsite shipment. The following sections describe the types of waste and 
how they will be handled for each phase of the project. 

. Stream Residue Identification and Characterization Book (WSRIC), process knowledge and 
. 

- .  > .  

e 
3.1 BUILDING STRIP-OUT 

Activities during this phase will include the removal of any leftover equipment, radiological 
contamination (including floor tile and interior walls), and strip-out of recyclable materials. Process 
waste lines, hoods and ducting, scrubber systems, and similar types of support systems will be 
removed. Potential types of waste that will be generated during strip-out include low-level, 
hazardous, industrial, PCB waste, asbestos, low-level asbestos, and low-level mixed waste. 
Handling of each these waste streams is discussed below. Handling of asbestos and low-level 
asbestos waste is discussed in Section 3.2. 

Low-level waste and low-level mixed waste will be handled by qualified, waste packaging 
technicians. The technicians will work with decontamination personnel and radiation monitors to 
identify and segregate the low-level waste. Drums or boxes will be provided by the Waste 
Disposal group. The technicians will package and label the'waste, and arrange for it to be 
certified by the Kaiser-Hill Waste Certification group. Working with the certification personnel, the 
Waste Management Environmental Coordinator will prepare all required documentation. The 
drums or boxes will then be turned over to Waste Operations for storage and disposal. 

Hazardous waste will be handled in much the same manner, except it will not be necessary to 
certify the waste. It must be properly packaged in drums, labeled, and the required 
documentation generated. This will be done by the Waste Management Environmental 
Coordinator. The drums or boxes will then be turned over to Waste ODerations for storaqe and 
disposal. Any items or debris containing hazardous material must be handled as hazardous 
waste. 
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Industrial waste will be generated from building debris and leftover materials. It will include any 
items or debris that will not be accepted by PU&D for recycling. PU&D will take much of the 
equipment, and certain metallic items such as copper wire or lead that can be recycled. Industrial 
waste will be sent to the USA Waste Landfill in Erie, Colorado. During this phase of the project, 

- .any waste destined for a landfill will be handled by the Waste Disposal group. Appropriate 
documentation will be generated by the Project Waste Coordinator and Traffic Management. 

3.2 ASBESTOS ABATEMENT 

. 

Asbestos abatement will occur either concurrently or immediately following strip-out activities. 
During this phase of the project, asbestos containing materials will be removed from the building. 
Asbestos waste and low-level asbestos waste will be generated. RCTs will survey the 
materials before they are removed from the building. The asbestos to be removed includes floor 
tile and mastic, wall board, drywall mud and tape, cementitious cabinet linings, loose fill insulation 
in the concrete block, laboratory counter top mastic, doors, pipe insulation, and plastic and gloves 
used during abatement. This waste will include plastic sheeting, gloves, tyvex suits and other 
materials that are exposed to the asbestos during abatement. Some building rubble wit1 also be 
accumulated as non-asbestos containing materials are removed to gain access to the asbestos. 
This rubble wilt be classified and handled appropriately. 

The asbestos waste must be handled by qualified asbestos workers. It will be double bagged 
and placed in containers for shipment to an authorized landfill. The subcontractor will label the 
containers with asbestos warning labels and other required packaging labels. If radiation is 
detected, the asbestos that is contaminated will be classified as low-level asbestos waste. In 
addition, it was determined that asbestos containing, interior walls should be handled as low-level 
asbestos waste due to radiological contamination concerns and high costs for decontamination 
and final radiological surveys. 

Project personnel will ensure that the waste is properly packaged, labeled, and that manifests 
and a Bill of Lading are prepared. €PA Uniform Hazardous Waste Manifests and the Bills of 
Lading will be prepared by Traffic Management. The Waste Disposal group and Traffic 
Management will coordinate shipment of the waste offsite. 

When radioactive asbestos containing waste is generated and then qualified, waste packaging 
technicians assigned through the project will be called upon to take the wastefrom the 
subcontractor. Drums or boxes will be provided by the Waste Disposal group. The technicians 
will manage packaging and labeling of the waste, and arrange for it to be certified by the Kaiser- 
Hill Waste Certification group. Working with the certification personnel, the Project Waste 
Coordinator will prepare all required documentation. The drums or boxes will then be turned over 
to Waste Operations for storage and disposal. 

3.3 DEMOLlTiON 

Waste generated during demolition will consist of all of the remains of the building including exterior 
and concrete walls, roof and windows. Prior to demolition and after completion of all strip-out and 
asbestos abatement activities, the building will undergo Final Radiological Surveys to verify all 
radiological contamination has been removed. All waste generated during demolition will be 
industrial waste. This waste will be loaded in roll-off boxes or dump trucks in preparation for 
offsite shipping. It must meet the criteria for shipment to an approved offsite landfill. The Waste 
Coordinator will ensure that the demolition subcontractor complies with all requirements for offsite 
shipments, and he will obtain radiological release from Radiological Engineering. The 
subcontractor will follow procedures as described in Sanitary Waste Offsite Disposal, 1 -PRO- 
573-SWOOP, 1997. The subcontractor will load and ship the waste, under the guidance of 
Waste Operations. Waste Operations will coordinate with Traffic Management to prepare the . 
Bills of Lading. 



WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN RF/RMRS-97-029 
FOR BUILDING 123 Rev.l,Page7of 15 

Date Effective: 3/25/98 

Should any hazardous waste be discovered during the demolition activities, trained waste 
technicians from the site will be used to characterize, package, and handle this waste as detailed 
above. 

..3.4 REMEDIATION OF IHSS 

Remediation of the IHSS will be performed by RMRS Environmental Remediation. At this stage 
of the project, the building will have been removed from its foundation, demolished, and the 
industrial waste shipped offsite. A sampling plan has been written to characterize the slab and 
waste under the slab. The results of the sampling will provide general information on the 
contamination in the soil. Depending upon the results of the initial sampling, more detailed 
characterization may be conducted and a remediation plan prepared. If underground 
contamination, radioactive or hazardous, is discovered, the remediation of the site will produce 
low-level, hazardous, or mixed wastes. Depending upon the extent of the contamination, and the 
options pursued, it is expected that contaminated soil and pipelines would be the major source of 
waste. Plastic, tools, personal protective equipment, and other materials associated with 
remediation would also be generated. Contaminated waste will be handled by qualified, waste 
packaging technicians who will work with decontamination personnel and radiation monitors to 
identify and segregate the hazardous or low-level waste. Results from sa-mpling, and radiation 
surveys will be used to guide this work. Drums or boxes will be provided by the Waste 
Disposal group. The technicians will package and label the waste, and arrange for radioactive 
waste to be certified by the Kaiser-Hill Waste Certification group. Working with the certification 
personnel, the Waste Management Environmental Coordinator will prepare all required 
documentation, The drums or boxes will then be turned over to Waste Operations for storage 
and disposal. 

4.0 WASTE TYPES 

This section- provides information of the various classifications of waste and materials expected to 
be generated by the project. (All of the PU&D excess materials are expected to be removed from 
the building prior to beginning stripout. Recyclable metals and miscellaneous items have been 
shipped to PU&D throughout strip-out and asbestos abatement phases.) They have been 
included for informational purposes only. This information is based upon the Reconnaissance 
Level Characterization and interviews with current and prior building occupants. 

4.1 LOW-LEVEL WASTE 

Low-level waste is waste that contains radioactivity and is not classified a high-level waste, 
transuranic waste, spent nuclear fuel, or 1 1 e(2) byproduct material as defined by DOE Order 
5820.2A, Radioactive Waste Management. Historical information suggests that all of the 
radioactive waste produced as a result of Building 123 decommissioning activities will be low- 
level in nature: Low-level waste will be generated and managed in compliance with the RMRS 
WAC and the RFETS Low-Level Waste Management Plan. LLW that results from 
decommissioning activities will be stored onsite or, where feasible, shipped directly to an 
approved off site disposal or recycle facility. 

4.2 HAZARDOUS WASTElMlXED WASTE 

A hazardous waste is defined as waste that exhibits the characteristics of corrosivity, ignitability, 
reactivity, or toxicity or that is listed in 6 CCR 1007-3, Section 261, Subpart D. (Hazardous 
waste that has been mixed with radioactive waste.) All chemicals used in the building are 
described in the Building 123 WSRlC book. Hazardous chemicals were disposed of in Satellite 
Accumulation Areas, and as a result, discovery of hazardous chemical waste is unlikely. If found, 
hazardous waste will be managed in compliance with the Hazardous Waste Requirements 
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Manual, RFETS Low-Level Waste Management Plan, and Non-Radioactive Waste Packaging, 1 - 
E-88-WP-1027-NON-RAD. 

Waste generated during deactivation and strip-out activities, such as equipment, chemicals, and 
process systems are anticipated to address the bulk of the hazardous waste residing in Building 

- -123. All of the process waste piping (aboveground) and ancillary equipment will be handled as 
mixed waste. Mixed or hazardous waste that results from decommissioning activities will be 
stored in permitted areas onsite or, where feasible, shipped directly to an approved offsite 
disposal or recycle facility. All rinsate generated during RCRA closure activities will be disposed 
of as mixed or hazardous waste at Building 374. 

4.3 INDUSTRIAL WASTE 

- 

Industrial waste is, for the purpose of this project, defined as that waste which meets industrial 
landfill requirements. Industrial waste is waste that is not hazardous, does not contain asbestos 
or PCBs, and is not radiologically contaminated. Industrial waste will not be restricted for disposal 
by the Land Disposal Restrictions. This waste will be managed in accordance with all applicable 
rules and regulations. It is anticipated that the resultant rubble will be loaded into roll-offs and 
shipped to an offsite landfill. The subcontractor will follow procedures as described in Sanitary 
Waste Offsite Disposal, 1 -PRO-573-SWODP, 1997. These procedures will describe the 
methods for preparing and shipping the waste. They also include the prohibited items. It will be 
the responsibility of the subcontractor, with monitoring by the Waste Coordinator, to conform with . 
this procedure. The subcontractor will also provide safe transportation of the rubble and waste to 
the landfill. The DCI Traffic Management will prepare the Bills of Lading for the shipments. 
Waste Disposal personnel will coordinate these shipments. 

4.4 TOXIC SUBSTANCE CONTROL ACT (TSCA) WASTE 

Non-radioactive contaminated PCB waste may be produced from the removal of light fixtures. 
This waste will be handled and packaged in compliance with l-i0000-€WQA, TSCA 
Management Pian. Tt~e Subcontractor will package the waste and onsite Transportation will 
transfer it to an RMRS storage area. The Waste Disposal group will then be responsible for 
coordinating offsite shipment and disposal. 

4.5 ASBESTOS WASTE 

Four types of asbestos containing wastes will be generated during the decommissioning of 
Building 123: 

(1 ) Non-radiologically contaminated, friable Asbestos-containing material (ACM), 
(2) Non-radiologically contaminated, non-friable ACM, 
(3) Radiologically contaminated, friable ACM; and 
(4) Radiologically contaminated, non-friable ACM. 



WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN RFIRMRS-97-029 
FOR BUILDING 123 Rev. 1, Page 9 of 15 

Date Effective: 3/25/98 

Asbestos containing materials will be handled in accordance with the Colorado Department of 
Public Health and Environment (CDPH&E), Occupational Safety and Health Agency (OSHA), 
TSCA requirements and applicable RFETS requirements. Asbestos waste will be packaged in 
compliance with 1-1 0000-TRM-WP-2401, Asbestos Waste Management. RMRS Construction 
Management will oversee the abatement contractor activities. Radiological Engineering is 

.. expected to determine whether any of the asbestos will be disposed of as low-level waste. If 
so, Radiation Worker Training will be required for the asbestos workers. Packages will be 
provided by the site, and loading of the packages will be supervised by Waste Operations 
personnel. The low-level asbestos will then be turned over to RMRS Waste Disposal. The 
subcontractor will label packages with asbestos warning labels. The subcontractor will comply 
with all other packaging and shipping requirements. The offsite contractor performing the 
abatement work will be responsible for packaging and preparing the asbestos waste for 
shipment. Traffic Management will issue the Bills of Lading or EPA Uniform Hazardous Waste 
Manifests, and the offsite contractor will deliver the waste to an approved disposal site. The 
subcontractor should use the approved offsite disposal company or make certain that any 
disposal site that is used receives approval from the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) and the 
site. 

4.6 PROPERTY UTlLlZATlON AND DISPOSAL MATERIALS 

PU&D materials, as defined in this WMP, are those materials that have historically been accepted 
for storage and reuse by PU&D. These materials include, but are not limited to, office equipment 
such as desks, chairs, tables, carts, and bookshelves, which are located in non-contaminated 
areas or have been located in contaminated areas but confirmed as non-contaminated through 
radiological survey. The estimated volume of materials designated for PU&D is 15,800 ft3. These 
materials will be sent to PU&D. Table 4-6 shows the estimated generation volumes incorporated 
.in Building 123. 
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Vevada Test Site (NTS) 

Table 4-6 Summary of Waste Management 

BUILDING 123 D&D PROJECT 

Estimated generation volumes incorporated into Building 123's Waste Management Plan (June 
- -1 997 may differ from those volumes used in this Summary. Variations are due to completion of 

additional characterization and selection of waste management operations. . 

Friable: 170 yd3 
Non-friable: 130 yd3 

Waste Stream 

< 1 yd3. This sum is a 
total of all PCB 
categories. Until the 
ballasts are removed, it 

I is impossible to 
' categorize this waste 
1 stream correctly. 

4SBESTOS NON-RAD 
Inable (PPE, TSI in 
ion-RMMA rooms, 
wood 8 metal in 
:ontainment, loose 
nsulation in block 
Nails). 
Von-friable (Doors, 
:ounter tops, cabinet 
ining s) . 
4SBESTOS RAD 
-nable (Drywall, TSI in 
3MMA rooms) 
Von-friable (Floor tile, 
:ransite) 

-. 

2CBs NON-RAD 
sallasts non-leaking 

PCBS NON-RAD 
leaking ballasts and all 
Dther regulated PCBs 
(articles, etc.) 

~~ 

PCBs RAD 
ballasts, non-leaking 
(LLW only, not TSCA 
regulated) 

PCBs RAD 
Leaking ballasts and all 
other rad contaminated 
(LLW) and TSCA 
regulated wastes 

Packaging and 
Onsite Storage 

Gray 55-gallon drums or 
strong tight boxes; 
friable 6 mm plastic 
double bagged; crate, - 
roll-off; 6666 or outside 

White 55-gallon drums 
or boxes; 6 mm plastic 
double bagged or 
strong tight 
boxedcrates; 8664 or 
8644 Cargo Containers 

Black and yellow dtum 
with a plastic liner 
Building 666 

~~ ~~ 

Black and yellow drum 
with plastic liner; 
document on traveler if 
TSCA regulated. 
Building 666 

White drum with a 
plastic liner 
Building 666 

White drum with a 
plastic liner 
Building 666 

Estimated Final Disposition I Generated Volume 

:riabIe, Kettleman Hills 
hrough Chem Waste 
;ontract 
Jon-friable, U.S.A. 
Naste, Erie, CO. 

Friable: 120 yd3 
Non-friable: 90 yd3 

:hem Waste Contract 
to Rollins, Inc. at 
Deerpark, TX. 

Chem Waste Contract 
to Rollins, lnc. at 
Deerpark, TX. 

Totaled in PCB Non- 
Rad category. 

Oak Ridge Totaled in PCB Rad 
category. 

Oak Ridge Totaled in PCB Rad 
category. 
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~ 

Roll-offs either 20 or 30 
yard roll-off s 

I 

~ 

Waste Stream 

500 yd3 
I 

iazardous Waste 

luorescent tubes, 
kolvents, paints, lead, 
:hemicals, metals 

iazardous waste 
insate 
RAD and NON-RAD) 
-his waste stream will 
)e generated during 
3CRA closure of part of 
?CRA Unit 40. 

JON-RAD 

Jlixed Wastes RAD 
don-homogeneous 

iomogeneous 

-ow-Level Waste 
)laster, wall materials, 
vindows, panels, 
:ement, etc. 

Sanitary or Industrial 
Naste 
HON-RAD 

PU&D materials and 
processed RCRA ScraF 
Metal destined for 
reclamation. 
NON-RAD 

~- ~ ~ ~~~ ~- 

Packaging and 
Onsite Storage 

Black and white drum 
tubes crushed onsite 
123s or RCRA Unit 1 

Process waste system 

White 55-gailon drum 

904A or Unit 14 or Unit 
15A in Building 906 

White drum or white 
boxes 1/2 of full size 
wooden crates 
complying with Work 
Order 1100 or Work 
Order 4034. 
8664 Cargo Containers 
or f3440 Cargo 
Containers 

Not regulated under 
RCRA (file systems, 
cabinets, shelves, 
desks, fumes hoods, 
muffler furnaces, lab 
benches, etc). Lead 
acid batteries, lead 
counter weights, 

~ ~ ~- -~ 
Final Disposition 

Chem Waste Contract 

Managed onsite in a 
wastewater treatment 
unit. 
(Building 374) 

Non- homogeneous 
LLMW does not have a 
designated disposal 
site at this time. 

Homogeneous 
Oak Ridge LLM and LL 
solvents 
Envirocare, UT 

Nevada Test Site 

U.S.A. Waste 
Erie, CO 

PU&D 
Recycle: Gahagen 

I ::::% 
Lead: Gopher 
Resources 
Egan, MN 

Est imated 
Generated Volume 

~ 

< 1 yd3 

7,500 gallons 

Homogeneous: 9 yd3 
Non-homogeneous: 
<1 yd3 

375 yd3 

3500 yd3 
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Waste Stream Packaging and 
Onsite Storage 

Metal destined for container 
reclamation. 
RAD 

Final Disposition 

No contract yet in place. 
Options include SEG 
andMSC. No 
shipments will be made 
until a contract is in 
place with a K-H 
approved vendor. 

Estimated 
Generated Volume 

< 1 yd3 
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5.0 WASTE CERTIFICATION 

Waste Certification activities will be conducted by trained personnel assigned to the project. 
Waste Characterization data and packaging requirements for low-level wastes will meet the 

Procedures and policies for managing low-level wastes are outlined in the RFETS Low-Level 
Waste Management Plan. (44-RWP/EWQA-0014, Rev. 1, 1996) All radioactive waste must be 
certified prior to transfer to Waste Operations. 

Release of non-hazardous material, debris, and equipment from a site contaminated with 
hazardous materials is accomplished by demonstrating that the materials or wastes do not exhibit 
any of the characteristics of hazardous waste as identified in Subpart C of 6 CCR 1007-3 SS261 
or from Subpart 0. Process knowledge and operating history related to the facilities can also be 
used to segregate hazardous contaminant areas from unaffected areas. 

Building 123 WSRIC books was used as a part of the certification process. The Building 123 
WSRlC book describes each waste stream resulting from processes that were performed in the 
building. Processes are described, chemicals used in the process are identified, and resulting 
wastes IDCs or WFCs are characterized in the Building 123 WSRlC book. This book provides 
guidance for characterizing and disposing of waste during the deactivation phase of the project. 

The D&D WSRlC book is used to assist with waste characterization during D&D activities in 
Building 123. This book will describe the waste streams and provide characterization information 
to provide guidance for project personnel to segregate, package, and prepare the waste for 
receipt by Waste Disposal or for offsite shipment. 

..requirements of the Nevada Test Site's Waste Acceptance Criteria (NTSWAC, RO 9/96). 

6.0 WASTE PACKAGING 

LLW and LLM wastes generated by the project will be sorted at the time of removal. The waste 
will then be packaged and staged for further decontamination, survey, recycle, processing or 
packaging. Small quantities of LLW wiIl be packaged in 55-gallon drums. Waste boxes will be 
used for packaging LLW. Waste Operations, in conjunction with the project, will designate the 
storage location for the LLW. It is expected that the majority of LLW will initially be transferred to 
an approved onsite storage at the site and will eventually be shipped to an offsite disposal 
facility. With proper approvals, it may be possible to ship the waste directly offsite. 

DOT approved packages will be used to contain project generated waste that has been 
surveyed and packaged. Special packages may be used, under certain circumstances, to 
contain materials that may not fit into standard plywood boxes. The Project Manager will notify 
the affected waste management organization and obtain guidance if this occurs. 
Non-contaminated recyclable materials, such as scrap metal, may be placed in boxes and later 
segregated into PU&D supplied bins for ease of removal. Additional items may be placed onto 
pallets for transfer to PU&D. 

Liquid wastes drained from process lines or sumps may produce hazardous mixed wastes if 
radioactive contamination is detected. Unknown liquid wastes will be sampled. Aqueous wastes, 
if contaminated, will be sent to onsite treatment facilities. Although none are expected to remain, 
any hazardous organic chemicals will be treated as excess chemicals. They will be properly 
packaged, and sent offsite to an approved hazardous waste disposal site. 
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7.0 ONSITE STORAGE, TRANSPORTATION, AND FINAL 
DISPOSITION 

Wastes that will not be shipped directly offsite will be relocated to an appropriate onsite storage 
. -as designated by Waste Operations. Waste Operations personnel will provide site surveillance 

support to ensure that hazardous and mixed wastes are being managed in accordance with the 
conditions established in the current Site RCRA Permit. 

The RMRS Waste Disposal group and Traffic Management will be involved in developing the 
requirements for offsite transportation of waste to the selected disposal or treatment site. The 
Project Manager will comply with the Rocky Flats Transportation Safety Manuals to ensure all 
relevant transportation requirements are met. 

8.0 WASTE MINIMIZATION 

The philosophy of waste minimization will be utilized in the planning and management of project 
generated wastes. Standard decontamination operations and processes will be evaluated for 
waste minimization potential and suitable minimization techniques will be implemented. If the cost 
is greater to demonstrate that the item is not contaminated than to pay for waste disposal, the item 
will be disposed of as contaminated waste. 

Opportunities for waste minimization through scrap metal recycle are dependent on successful 
decontamination operations confirmed through radiation surveys. Equipment will be 
decontaminated to the greatest extent practical then surveyed in support of waste minimization. 
Contamination survey data may result in partial or full release of a piece of equipment for scrap 
metal recycle. 

9.0 COMPLETION REPORT 

Upon completion of the project, a Project Completion Report will be prepared. This report will 
include a listing of the wastes removed from the building, characterization data, and waste 
dispositioning information (e.g., size reduction, decontamination, or treatment) which contributed to 
the final forms and volumes of the wastes resulting from this project. 

10.0 REFERENCES 

Hazardous Waste Requirements Manual 

Health and Safe& Plan, RFETS, Rev. 0, February I996 

RFETS Low-Level Waste Management Plan, 44-RWP/EWQA-0014, Rev. 1,1996 

Rocky Flats Transportation Safety Manuals 

RMRS Waste Acceptance Criteria, Rev. 0, July 1996 

Waste Stream and Residue ldentification and Characterization, Building 123 

Wasfe Stream and Residue Identification and Characterization for D&D 

1 -M12-W0-4034, Radioactive Waste Packaging Requirements 
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4-099-WO-1101, Solid Radioactive Waste Packaging Inside of the Protected Area 

1-1 0000-EWQA, TSCA Management Plan 

3 -C80-W0-1102-WRT, Waste/Residue Traveler Instructions 

1-1 0000-WP-1024, Asbestos Waste Management 

1 -PRO-573-SWODP, Sanitary Waste Offsite Disposal 

1-1 0000-EWQA, Section 1.5, TSCA Management Plan 

1 -E-8-WP-1027-NON-RAD, Non-Radioactive Waste Packaging 
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FOR THE BUILDING 123 REVISION 0 
DECOMMISSIONING PROJECT EFFECTIVE DATE: 9/24/98 

This Attachment includes the following: 

1. A Project Waste Tracking Log. 

2. A Waste Generation Summary entitled D&D WSRlC Process Closure Summary, Process #723-25. 

3. Example of a Waste Traveler for industrial Waste which was shipped off-site to a Sanitary Landfill; due 
to the significant number of waste travelers, only a sample has been included in this report. Copies of 
all waste travelers are maintained in the project files, and in the Receiving Department at the 8551 
Warehouse. 

4. A Waste and Environmental Management System (WEMS) report demonstrating proper container 
packaging of all hazardous, low-level, radioactive, and low-level mixed waste generated on the project. 

5. A WEMS report demonstrating proper container staging of all hazardous, low-level radioactive, and 
low-level mixed waste generated on the project. 
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DATE IDC/ 
W C  

9/11/97 326 

9/12/97 326 

9/15/97 326 

BUILDING 123 

WASTE DESCRIPTION W M E  SHPPmG COIWMNER C O ~ ~ E R  DATE 
TYPE NUMBER CONTMNER SlllEAM DATE 

FILLED NUMBER 

FulICrate PO2682 9/18/97 Misc.Bldg Waste D&D-3-68 10/7/97 

FullCrate PO2683 9/18/97 Misc.Bldg Waste D&D-3-68 10/7/97 

FullCrate PO2684 9/ 18/97 Misc.Bldg Waste D&D-3-68 10/7/97 

D&D WASTE TR4CKING LOG 

11/17/97 

11/25/97 

12/4/97 

12/9/97 

12/10/97 

12/10/97 

1/6/98 

12/11/97 

12/16/97 

12/11/97 

12/12/97 

11/11/97 

12/31/97 

12/10/97 

9 -/98 

861 55 Gal.- D88759 12/18/97 Combustible / PPE 123-12-1 12/22/97 

326 Full Crate PO2680 12/4/97 Misc. Bldg. Waste D&D-3-68 12/9/97 

1971 55Gal.Drum TOO710 2/12/98 PCB Ballasts D&D-1-3 1 3/11/98 

480 FullCrate PO2804 12/9/97 Light Metal D&D-3-11 12/17/97 
D&D-3-13 

480 Fullcrate PO2863 12/10/97 Light Metal D&D-3-11 12/17/97 
D&D-3-13 

480 Fullcrate PO2857 12/10/97 Light Metal D&D-3-11 12/17/97 
D&D-3-13 

480 Full Crate PO2795 1/6/98 Light Metal D&D-3-11 1/15/98 
D&D-3-13 

480 Full Crate PO2858 12/11/97 Light Metal D&D-3-11 12/17/97 
D&D-3 - 13 

438 Fullcrate PO2796 12/16/97 Ceiling Tiles from D&D-3-24 12/17/97 

326 Fullcrate PO2852 1/29/98 Mix. Bldg. Waste D&D-3-68 2/12/98 

480 5a-Drum X07400 12/12/97 Metal “unused shot” DgLD-4-11 12/15/97 

RMMA Rooms 

862 55 Gal.DNm D90479 11/11/97 Moist Combustibles D&D-3-81 12/22/97 
With Asbestos 

438 Full Crate PO2799 1/6/98 Asbestos counter tops / D&D-3-76 1/15/98 
cabinets 

480 Fullcrate PO2853 12/10/97 Light Metal D&D-3-11 12/17/97 
D&D-3 - 13 



BUILDING 123 D&D WASTE TRACKING LOG 9-198 page2  I 
DATE 

12/31/97 

12/17/97 

1/6/98 

1/8/98 

1/9/98 

1/9/98 

1/13/98 

SHLPPUVG mc/ commm commm DATE WAS= DE SCRPTION WASE  
WFC TYPE NCJ%QER CONTAINER S r n 4 i b f  DATE 

FlLLED NUhlBER 

480 Full Crate PO2861 1/6/98 Counter Tops / DkD-3-11 1/15/98 
Cabinets D&D-3- I3 

480 Full Crate PO2854 1/14/98 Counters Tops D&D-3-11 1/22/98 
D&D-3- 13 

480 Full Crate PO2794 1/6/98 Light Metal D&D-3-11 1/15/98 
D&D-3-13 

480 Full Crate PO2847 1/8/98 Light Metal D&D-3-11 1/15/98 
D&D-3 - 13 

853 Full Crate PO2859 212 1/98 Process Waste System D&D-4-9 2/24/98 

480 FullCrate PO2848 1120198 Light Metal D&D-3-11 1/30/98 
D&D-3 - 13 

480 Fullcrate PO2855 1/ 15/98 Light Metal D&D-3-11 1/22/98 



1/29/98 480 

- -  
I 

D&D-3-11 
D&D-3 - 1 3 

D&D-22 

1 D&D-3-11 
, D&D-3-13 

1 D&D-3-76 

112 9/98 

212 1/98 

1/29/98 

1/29/98 

~~ 

Light Metal 

Friable Asbestos- 
PPE, Rags, TSI 

Light Metal 

Asbestos Insulation & 

Floor Tile 

2/4/98 Light Metal D&D-3-11 2/13/98 
D&D-3-13 

Fullcrate 

Fullcrate 

Full Crate 

Fullcrate 

5 5 G a l . m  

PO3057 

PO3061 

PO3086 

PO3060 

TO0711 

3/6/98 

2/4/98 

3/6/98 

3/8/98 

Plastic D&D-3-9 3/12/98 

Light Metal D&D-3-11 2/12/98 
D&D-3 - 13 

Combustibles D&D-3-3 3/12/98 

PCB Ballasts D&D-3-3 1 311 1/98 

~ __ ~- 

BUILDING 123 D&D WASTE TRACKING LOG 9-198 Page 3 

COlVTALNER 
TYPE 

CONTALNER 
NUMBER 

WRSTEDEscRlpTION I :Em 1 DAEp WPPING ~ 

Light Metal D&D-3-11 1/15/98 
D&D-3-13 

DATE 
CONTmER 
FILLED 

1/13/98 Full Crate PO2856 

Full Crate PO2850 1/12/98 I Light Metal D&D-3-11 1/15/98 I D&D-3-13 I 1/12/98 

Full Crate PO3064 Friable Asbestos 
PPE - Rags 

1/22/98 

Full Crate PO3084 Light Metal D&D-3-11 2/13/98 1 D&D-3-13 1 1 13 0198 

1/29/98 I 480 
Full Crate PO3059 

- ~~ 

2/12/98 

~ 

1/29/98 480 

PO3077 3/5/98 

Full Crate PO3065 2/12/98 

Full rate PO3063 1/30/98 

Full Crate PO3066 Light Metal D&D-3-11 2/13/98 I I D&D-3-13 1 1/29/98 

2/2/98 480 I Fullcrate 1 PO3082 Light Metal D&D-3-11 2/13/98 1 D&D-3-13 1 2/2/98 

2/3/98 I 863 Fullcrate I PO3081 2/3/98 1 Plastic I D&D-3-9 12/13/98 

2/3/98 1 1971 3110198 I Non PCB Ballasts I D&D-1-3 1 I 3/11/98 

2/3/98 1529 1oGa1.m X04299 D&D-1-36 ' 0  g w e  
recycle drum 

2/9/98 Oil from out side I I 3/3/98 

Full Crate PO3085 

2/2/98 1 438 Fullcrate I PO3079 2/16/98 I Asbestos Floor Tile I D&D-3-76 I 2/24/98 "i" 
2/4/98 480 

2/4/98 I Plastic I D&D-3-9 I 2/13/98 

2/5/98 1 w1 
2/5/98 
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C 0 h ” E R  
TYPE 

CONTAlh’ER DATE W B l E  DESCRIPTION W a T E  SHPPaTG 
NUMBER CONTrnER STREAM DATE 

FILLED N W E R  

Fullcrate 

Full Crate 

~~~ ~ ~~~~ 

PO3080 2/4/98 Light Metal D&D-3-11 2-12-98 
D&D-3- 13 

PO3147 2/21/98 Drywall D&D-3-87 2/24/98 

Fullcrate 

Full Crate 

Full Crate 

Full Crate 

Fullcrate 

PO3042 2120198 Asbestos Floor Tile D&D-3-76 2/24/98 

PO3047 2120198 Asbestos Floor Tile D&D-3-76 2/24/98 

PO3044 212 1/98 FriableAsbestos D&D-3-26 2/24/98 

PO3051 21 18/98 Light Metal D&D-3-11 2/24/98 
D&D-3 - 13 

PO3050 212 1/98 Friable Asbestos D&D-3-26 2/24/98 

2/13/98 

2/20/98 

480 Fullcrate PO3048 2120198 Light Metal 

438 Fullcrate PO3169 212 1/98 Friable Asbestos 

I D&D-3-11 
, D&D-3-13 

I 2/12/98 

Fullcrate 

Fullcrate 

Full Crate 

Fullcrate 

PO3167 212 1/98 Friable Asbestos 

PO3165 2/23/98 m a l l  

PO3162 3/26/98 Asbestos Floor Tile 

PO3083 2/5/98 Light Metal 

,, 
2/6/98 I 1971 55Gal.Drum I TO0709 1 3/10/98 1 PCB Ballasts 

2/16/98 I 438 
~~ 

Full Crate I PO3058 I 2/17/98 ~ 1 Asbestos Floor Tile I D&D-3-76 I 2/24/98 

2/12/98 852 I 55Gal .hm I D90474 1 2/13/98 1 Moist Combustibles- 
Process waste sumps 

2/19/98 I 438 

2/20/98 I 438 
~~ 

Full Crate I PO3151 I 2/21/98 1 Friable Asbestos I D&D-3-77 I 2/24/98 

2/14/98 I 1321 Pallet I X09615 I 2/14/98 I Leadcounter 
Weights 

2/16/98 I 438 
~~ ~ ~~ 

Full Crate I PO3078 I 2/17/98 1 Asbestos Floor Tile 1 D&D-3-76 I 2/24/98 

2/17/98 1 
2/17/98 

Full Crate I PO3045 I 2/17/98 I Asbestos Floor Tile I D&D-3-76 I 2/24/98 

Full Crate I PO3049 I 2/18/98 I Asbestos Floor Tile I D&D-3-76 I 2/24/98 

~ 

2/13/98 438 

2/24/98 D&D-3-11 
D&D-3-13 

D&D-3-26 2/24/98 

D&D-3-26 2/24/98 

D&D-3 -87 2/24/98 

D&D-3-76 3130198 212 1/98 

2/4/98 
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DATE 

2120198 

212 1/98 

212 1/98 

212 1/98 

212 1/98 

212 1/98 

212 1/98 

212 1/98 

2/21/98 

2/21/98 

2/23/98 

2/23/98 

2/24/98 

2/24/98 

2/17/98 

2/24/98 

2/24/98 

2/24/98 

2/24/98 

2/24/98 

2/26/98 

2/26/98 

2/26/98 

2/26/98 

2/24/98 

2/26/98 

Dc/ commER 
VFC TYPE 

180 Fullcrate 

138 FullCrate 

966 FullCrate 

966 Fullcrate 

966 I Fullcrate 

CONT.'.ER DATE WASTEDESCIUPTION WASTE 
N W r n  CONTAINER S W  

FlLLED NUMBER 

PO3 170 3/2/98 Light Metal D&D-3-11 
D&D-3- 13 

PO3 142 2/23/98 Drywall D&D-3-87 

PO3 143 212 1/98 Friable Asbestos D&D- 1-22 

PO3 144 212 1/98 Friable Asbestos D&D-1-22 

PO3 145 212 1/98 Friable Asbestos D&D- 1-22 

966 I Full Crate I PO3163 I 2/21/98 I Friable Asbestos 1 D8~D-1-22 

966 I Full Crate I PO3164 I 2/21/98 I Fria.ble Asbestos I DLD-1-21 

966 I Full Crate I PO3166 I 2/21/98 I Frialble Asbestos I D&D-1-22 

966 Fullcrate PO3168 212 1/98 Friable Asbestos D&D- 1-22 

966 Fullcrate PO3146 212 1/98 Friaible Asbestos D&D-1-22 

138 Full Crate PO3150 2/23/98 Drywall D&D-3-87 

138 Full Crate PO3153 2/23/98 Drywall D&D-3-87 

I38 Fullcrate PO3180 2/24/98 Friable Drywall D&D-3-77 

138 Fullcrate PO3158 2/24/98 Friable Drywall D&D-3-77 

D&D-3-11 I D&D-3-13 
180 I Full Crate I PO3062 1 2/24/98 I Light Metal 

138 I Full Crate I PO3185 I 2/24/98 I Friable Drywall I D&D-3-77 

138 I Full Crate I PO3157 I 2/24/98 I Transite I D&D-3-77 

138 I Full Crate 1 Po3188 I 2/24/98 I Transite I DhD-3-77 
~~ ~ 

138 I Full Crate I PO3182 1 2/24/98 I Transite I D&D-3-77 

138 I Full Crate I PO3184 I 2/26/98 I Friable Drywall I D&D-3-77 

138 I Full Crate I PO3186 I 2/26/98 I Tramite I D&D-3-77 

k38 I Full Crate I PO3159 I 3/18/98 I Dqwall I D&D-3-87 

I38 I Full Crate I PO3190 I 2/24/98 I Friilble Drywall I D&D-3-77 

Friable Drywall 

Friable Drywall 

Friable Drywall D&D-3-77 

SHE'PUVG 
DATE 

31 12/98 

3/3/98 

3/5/98 

3/12/98 

3/12/98 

3/12/98 

3/12/98 

3/12/98 

3/12/98 

3/5/98 

3/2/98 

3/2/98 

3/3/98 

3/2/98 

3/2/98 

3/2/98 

3/2/98 

3/5/98 

3/2/98 

3/3/98 

3/2/98 

3/24/98 

3/2/98 

3/3/98 

3/2/98 

3/3/98 
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W E E  DESCRIPTION WASTE 
STREAM 
NUMBER 

2/12/98 

2120198 

2/26/98 

374 1 O G l . m  X04825 2/12/98 Dirt from scrubbers D&D-4-53 
S 1 &  s3 

480 FullCrate PO3171 2/21/98 Light Metal D&D-3 - 1 1 
D&D-3- 13 

438 FullCrate PO3192 2/26/98 Friable Drywall D&D-3-77 

2/26/98 

2/26/98 

438 Fullcrate PO3195 2/26/98 Friable Drywall D&D-3-77 

438 Fullcrate PO3199 2/26/98 Friable Drywall D&D-3-77 

2/26/98 

2/26/98 

2/26/98 

2/26/98 

2/26/98 

2/26/98 

438 Fullcrate PO3198 2/26/98 Friable Drywall D&D-3-77 3/3/98 

438 Fullcrate PO3189 2/26/98 Friable Drywall D&D-3-77 3/3/98 

438 Full Crate PO3200 2/26/98 Friable Drywall D&D-3-77 3/3/98 

438 Fullcrate PO3201 2/26/98 Friable Drywall D&D-3-77 3/3/98 

438 FullCrate PO3191 2/26/98 Friable Drywall D&D-3-77 3/3/98 

438 Fullcrate PO3179 2/26/98 Friable Drywall D&D-3-77 3/3/98 

2/26/98 

2/28/98 

438 Fullcrate PO3197 2/26/98 Drywall D&D-3-87 3/3/98 

438 Full Crate PO3172 2/28/98 Transite D&D-3-77 3/5/98 

Friable Asbestos 

Friable Drywall 

Friable Asbestos 

Friable Asbestos 

Transite 

Transite 

D&D- 1-22 

D&D-3-77 

D&D-1-22 

D&D-1-22 

D&D-3-77 

D&D-3-77 

Fullcrate 

Fullcrate 

Fullcrate 

Full Crate 

Fullcrate 

PO3175 2/28/98 

PO3148 2/28/98 

PO3154 2/28/98 

PO3196 2/28/98 

PO3178 2/20/98 

Fullcrate 

Fullcrate 

Po3203 3/2/98 Friable Insulation D&D-3-77 3/12/98 
&Drywall 

PO3208 3/2/98 Friable Insulation D&D-3-77 3/10/98 
& Drywall 

DATE ]E/ SHLPPEVG 
DATE I-  
3-10 TO 
750Ha.z-2205 

2/24/98 

3/3/98 

3/3/98 

3/3/98 

2/28/98 I 438 Full Crate I PO3173 I 2/28/98 Transite I D&D-3-77 I 3/5/98 

Full Crate I PO3174 I 2/28/98 3/5/98 

3/5/98 

3/5/98 

3/5/98 

3/5/98 2/28/98 

2/26/98 3/3/98 

3/4/98 I 438 Full Crate I Po3247 13/4/98 Transite I D&D-3-77 1 3/10/98 

3/3/98 I 438 Fullcrate I PO3242 I 3/4/98 FriableDrywall I D&D-3-77 I 3/10/98 

3/4/98 I 438 I Full Crate I PO3243 I 3/4/98 I Transite I D&D-3-77 1- 3/10/98 

3/2/98 I 438 



BUILDING 123 

, 3/6/98 

' 3/5/98 

/3/9/98 
13/5/98 I Friableibestos D&D-1-22 3110198 

1966 

1966 

1966 

438 

438 

438 

438 

438 

438 

438 

Full Crate PO3152 

Fullcrate PO3155 

FullCrate PO3161 

Full Crate PO3176 

Fullcrate PO3177 

FullCrate PO3206 

FullCrate PO3204 

Fullcrate PO3211 

Fullcrate PO3252 

Fullcrate PO3255 

2/28/98 

2/28/98 

2/28/98 

2/28/98 

3/3/98 

3/4/98 

3/4/98 

3/4/98 

3/4/98 

Friable Asbestos D&D-1-22 3/5/98 

Friable Asbestos D&D-1-22 3/5/98 

Transite D&D-3-77 3/5/98 

Friable Drywall D&D-3-77 3/5/98 

Friable Insulation D&D-3-77 3110198 
& 1)ryWall 

Tmnsite D&D-3-77 3/10/98 

Tmsite D&D-3-77 3110198 

Transite D&D-3-77 3110198 

Tmnsite D&D-3-77 3110198 

Fullcrate 

FdCrate  

Fullcrate 

Full Crate 

Fullcrate 

Full Crate 

Fullcrate 

PO3254 

PO3268 

PO3270 

PO3273 

PO3274 

PO3271 

Po3269 

D&D WASTE TRACKING LOG 9798 

DATE 

2/27/98 2/28/98 I Friable Asbestos I D&D-1-22 1 3/5/98 1 
2/28/98 

2/28/98 

2/28/98 

2/28/98 

3/2/98 

3/2/98 

3/4/98 

3/4/98 

3/4/98 

3/6/98 1966 I Fullcrate I PO3267 3/7/98 I Friable Asbestos I D&D-1-22 I 3/10/98 1 
3/6/98 861 I Full Crate I PO3275 3120198 I Combustibles I D&D3-3 I 3/24/98 I 
3/2/98 480 I Full Crate 1 PO3181 3/12/98 I Light Metal D&D-3-11 3/24/98 I D&D-3-13 1 I 

~ 

3/4/98 1966 1 Full Crate I POGO2 
~~ 

3/5/98 I Friable Asbestos I D&D-1-22 I 3110198 ~ 1 
3/5/98 1966 I FullCrate I POGO7 3/5/98 I Friable Asbestos I D&D-1-22 I 3110198 I 
3/5/98 1966 1 Fullcrate I PO3209 3/6/98 I Friable Asbestos I D&D-1-22 I 3110198 1 
3/3/98 1966 I Full Crate I PO3210 3/4/98 I Friable Asbestos I D&D-1-22 I 3/12/98 I 
3/3/98 1966 I Fullcrate I PO3244 3/5/98 I Friable Asbestos I D&D-1-22 I 3/12/98 I 
3/4/98 1966 I Fullcrate I PO3253 3/5/98 Friable Asbestos D&D-1-22 3/12/98 

3110198 

4/1/98 

3/4/98 3/5/98 Friable Asbestos D&D-1-22 1966 

1966 

1966 

1966 

1966 

1966 

1966 - 

3/6/98 3/6/98 Friable Asbestos D&D-1-22 

3/6/98 3/6/98 Friable Asbestos D&D-1-22 

3/6/98 Friable Asbestos D&D-1-22 

3/5/98 Friable Asbestos 

D8~D-1-22 3/7/98 Friable Asbestos 

3/5/98 



Fullcrate PO3307 3/24/98 Transite 

Full Crate PO3258 3120198 Friable Drywall 

Fullcrate PO3324 3/25/98 Transite 

Fullcrate PO3250 3/20/98 Friable Drywall 

1 Full Crate PO3245 3/20/98 Friable Drywall 

1 Fullcrate 3/12/98 Transite PO3249 

D&D-3-77 3130198 

D&D-3-77 3130198 

D&D-3-77 3130198 

D&D-3-77 3/30/98 

D&D-3-77 3130198 

D&D-3-77 3/24/98 

3/16/98 Friable Drywall 

3/24/98 Transite 

D&D-3-77 3/24/98 

D&D-3-77 3/30/98 

I BUILDING 123 D&D WASTETRACKINGLOG 9798 page# 

D A E  
CONTAINER 
FELED 

WXTE DESCRPTION WASTE 
STREAM 
lvuimER 

SHLPPLNG 
DATE 

commm commER 
TYPE NUMBER 

Full Crate PO3251 

Fullcrate PO3276 

Full Crate PO3272 

IWR- 
3/4/98 Transite 3110/98 p 

3/9/98 1966 

D&D-3-77 

D&D-1-22 ' 3/7/98 Friable Asbestos 

Friable Asbestos 

3/10/98 

4/2/98 
~ ~~ 

D&D- 1-22 3/10/98 

I 3110198 I 1966 
~ ~~ 

3/12/98 TFriable Asbestos I D&D-1-22 I 4/2/98 

I 3/21/98 I 438 Full Crate I PO3306 I 3/21/98 I Friable Drywall 1 D&D-3-77 1 3/30/98 

I 3/21/98 I 438 Full Crate 1 PO3298 I 3/21/98 I Friable Drywall D&D-3-77 I 3/30/98 

Fullcrate PO3160 3/20/98 

Full Crate PO3304 312 1/98 

Full Crate PO3303 312 1/98 

Full Crate PO3302 3/25/98 

Full Crate PO3305 3/25/98 

Transite 

Friable Drywall 

Friable Drywall 3/21/98 

3/24/98 

Friable Drywall 

, Transite 
~ _ _ _ _  I 3/25/98 438 T D&D-3-77 ~ 3/30/98 

I 3/25/98 I 438 Full Crate 1 PO3320 I 3/26/98 I Floor Tile I D&D-3-76 3/30/98 

I 3/24/98 I 438 Full Crate I PO3312 I 3/24/98 I Transite I D&D-3-77 3/30/98 

I 3/23/98 I 438 i Fullcrate I PO3315 1 3/24/98 I Transite I D&D-3-77 1 3130198 

Full Crate I PO3311 I 3/34/98 I Transite I D&D-3-77 I 3130198 3/24/98 438 

3/23/98 438 

3/16/98 438 

3/24/98 438 

3120198 438 

3/3/98 438 1 3/4/98 1 rT 
3/16/98 

~~ 

I 1 FullCrate 1 PO3266 
~~ 

3/16/98 ]Friable Drywall rD&D-3-77 13/24/98 
I 3/16/98 1 438 1 Full Crate I PO3263 I 3/16/98 1 Friable Drywall I D&D-3-77 I 3/24/98 

~ 

3/23/98 

1 Full Crate I PO3262 I 3/16/98 I Friable Drywall I D&D-3-77 I 3/24/98 

Full Crate PO3257 .-t- Fullcrate PO3314 





1 BUILDING 123 D&D WASTE TRACKING LOG 9-198 Page10 I 

Plastic D&D-3-9 4/27/98 

Light Metal D&D-3-13 4/27/98 

Moist Combustibles D&D-3-6 4/27/98 

Scabbled Concrete / D&D-3-70 4/27/98 
, 

1 Cindehlock 

Moist Combustibles D&D-3-6 4/27/98 

Moist Combustibles D&D-3-6 4/27/98 

1 Friable Asbestos D&D-1-22 5/5/98 

3/26/98 Full Crate 

4/22/98 

4/22/98 

4/22/98 

4/23/98 

4/24/98 

5/1/98 

3/31/98 I 863 I Full Crate 

480 5 5 a l ~ ~ 1 n  

862 55Gal- 

374 5 5 m ~ r m  

862 5 5 m D r u m  

862 5 5 m D r u m  

1966 Fullcrate 

3/26/98 I 480 I Fullcrate 

4/2/98 I 374 I 55m.Drum 

3/25/98 I 438 I Fullcrate 

4/22/98 I 863 I 5 5 G a l h ~ m  

commER 

H05814 313 1/98 

Po3349 I 4110198 

I 3/27/98 

D90476 I 4/14/98 

Po3326 I 4110198 

D87186 I 4/24/98 

D90475 4/22/98 

D87183 4/24/98 * D90477 4/24/98 

D87184 4/24/98 

PO3407 5/1/98 

SHPPING 

Friable Asbestos D&D-1-22 4/1/98 

Friable Asbestos I D&D-1-22 I 4/2/98 ~ I 
Plastic I D&D-3-9 I 4120198 I 
Light Metal D&D-3-11 4/1/98 I D&D-3-13 1 1 
Scabbled Concrete I D&D-3-69 I 4/15/98 I 
Transite I D&D-3-77 I 4/21/98 I 



D&D WSRIC Process Closure Summary 
Process # 123-25 

The Construction Management / D&D group has completed the Deactivation, 
Decommissioning, and Demolition of building 123 under Integrated Work 
Control Package (IWCP)# FB-0410, using the D&D WSRIC book to document 
the characterization of the waste generated during this activity. 
Characterization was based upon various project documents, including the 
Reconnaissance Level Characterization Report, Asbestos and Lead 
Characterization Report, Closure Plan for Building 123 Components of 
RCRA Unit 40, Proposed Action Memorandum for the Decommissioning of 
Building 123, Waste Management Plan, analytical sampling, process 
knowledge, and interviews with building residents. 

The purpose of this document is to provide a summary of the waste that 
was generated from these activities. The D&D activities included the 
removal of all equipment that was abandoned by building personnel in July 
1997. Most salvageable items were sent to PU&D and not captured by this 
summary. Miscellaneous items not fully surveyable from RMMA rooms 
were disposed of as LLW. Excess chemicals were collected and disposed 
of by Radian under a contract to Kaiser Hill. Buildings 113, 114, and 123s 
were included in the scope of this D&D work package. 

a 
I 

The stripout started in August of 1997, and demolition started in April 
1998. The last waste to be shipped from the site was May 28, 1998. 
Waste types and volumes generated from the project include: 

Radioactive Waste 665.54 cubic vards 

Straight Low Level Waste (LLW) 275.71 cubic yards 
(9) 55 gal drums, (64) full crates, (4) half crates 

Low Level Asbestos Waste (LLW) 
( I )  55 gal drum, (92) full crates 

381.15 cubic yards 

Low Level Mixed Waste (LLM) 
(1) 5 gal drum, (2) 10 gal drums, (1) 55 gal drum, (2) full crates 

8.68 cubic yards 

a I 1 



Non-Radioactive Waste 4,733.58 cubic vards 

Hazardous Waste (HAZ) 
(5) small bags, (22) boxes 

3.25 cubic yards 

Non-Rad, Non-Haz Friable Asbestos (NON) 
(44) full crates, (1) half crate 

184.23 cubic yards 

Non-Rad, Non-Haz Special Waste (ballasts) (NON) 1.1 cubic yards 
(4) 55 gal drums 

Industrial Sanitary Waste (Stripout) (NON) 360 cubic yards 
(1 2) rolloffs 

Industrial Sanitary Waste (Demolition) (NON) 
(200) rolloffs 

4,095 cubic yards 

Special Sanitary Waste (Non-Friable Asbestos) (NON) 
(3) rolloffs 

90 cubic yards 

Material to Recycle 490.5 cubic vards 

Recycle Metal (Stripout) 
(6) rolloffs 

Recycle Metal (Demolition) 
(8) rolloffs 

210 cubic yards 

280 cubic yards 

Other Recycle Material 
1) box (Pb acid batteries), (1)lO gal drum (oil), (1) pallet (lead weights) 

.5 cubic yards 

Number of containers shipped from Buildina 123 
Rolloffs 229 Total - 0 Rad, 229 Non-Rad 
Full Crates 202 Total - 158 Rad, 44 Non-Rad 
Half Crates 5 Total - 4 Rad, 1 Non-Rad 
55 gallon drums 
Odd Size Containers 

15 Total - 11 Rad, 4 Non-Rad 
33 Total - 3 Rad, 30 Non-Rad 

..--... 
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A summary of the wastes generated during D&D is listed below. It is 
arranged in D&D WSRlC process/output number sequence, which segregates 
waste types. These processes are as follows: 

D&D-I Non-Hazardous and Non-Radioactive (NON) 
D&D-2 Hazardous and Non-Radioactive (HAZ) 
D&D-3 Non-Hazardous and Radioactive (LLW) 
D&D-4 Hazardous and Radioactive (LLM) 

NON-Hazardous & Non-Radioactive Waste Outputs [NON) 

D&D-1-1  Combustibles 
No WGI required (I) 55 gallon bag 
This output is characterized as non-hazardous by process knowledge, and 
consists of PPE generated during an attempt to strip paint from the south 
wall in room 111. It did not come in contact with hazardous material, and 
was disposed of in a rolloff going to USA landfill. 

D & D - 1 - 4  Scrap Metal 
No WGI Required (14) rolloffs - 490 cu. yds. - 122.06 tons 
Characterized by process knowledge as non-hazardous, recyclable 
material. Six rolloffs were sent to Gahagan Metal and Iron, and eight 
rolloffs were sent to Newell Recycling for salvage. 
included piping, conduit, stainless steel ducting, copper piping, ventilation 
ducting, metal wall studs, and other various metal items. The metal had 
been size reduced to ensure efficient use of space in the rolloff. 

0 
This waste output 

D&D-1-14 Fluorescent Light Bulbs - Non Hazardous 
No WGI required (5) boxes 
This output consists only of the four foot green tipped fluorescent light 
bulbs. These are characterized as non hazardous by RFETS guidance. They 
were disposed of in sanitary waste rolloff sent to USA landfill. 

D&D-1-20  Non-Friable Asbestos 
WGI #GI9701 230342A (3) rolloffs or 70 cu. yds. 
This waste was certified as being non-friable asbestos waste by the 
project state certified asbestos inspector. It consisted of doors with 
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a asbestos cores, stainless steel countertops with asbestos mastic on the 
bottom, transite panels removed from above the windows on the outside of 
the building, and other assorted non-friable asbestos items. 
one partial 30 cubic yard rolloff was generated by AFlC the asbestos 
abatement contractor. 

Two full and 

D & D - 1 - 2 2  Friable Asbestos Waste Material 
WGI #GI9801230471 B (44) full crates & (1) half crate 
Characterized as containing friable asbestos by AFlC the abatement 
contractor, and the RMRS project certified asbestos professional. This 
waste consisted of PPE, plastic containment sheeting, metal, wood, rags, 
vermiculite, cinder block, thermal system insulation (TSI) from non-rad 
areas, and other items that were in the asbestos containment area that 
could not be wiped clean of asbestos fibers. 

D & D - 1 - 3 1  Non-Leaking Light Ballasts (PCB) 
WGI #GI9701 2301 9 7 8  (3) 55 gallon drums 
Characterized by process knowledge and visually inspected to ensure they 
were not labeled “on-PCB’ ballasts and capacitors. These potential PCB 
ballasts were packaged from the stripout of lighting fixtures in all rooms 
of building 123 and 113. 

D & D - 1 - 3 1  Non-Leaking Light Ballasts (Non-PCB) 
WGI #Gf9701230187A (1) 55 gallon drum 
Characterized by process knowledge and visually inspected to ensure they 
have “on-PCB’ labeled on the ballast. These PCB free ballasts were 
packaged from the stripout of lighting fixtures in all rooms of building 
123 and 113. 

D & D - 1 - 3 6  Misc. Organic Liquid 
No WGI required (1) 10 gallon drum 
This output consists of five bottles of Di-2-ethylhexyl Phosphoric Acid 
that was abandoned by the building. Analytical data (98A0090 and 
97P2294) shows these wastes are non-hazardous and non-radioactive. 
They were packed into drum X01810 and sent to Unit 5001 PU&D. 

D & D - 1 - 4 5  I nd us t r ial San i tar y Waste (No n- R o u t i ne) 
WGI # G19701230199B (21 5) rolloffs 
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4,545 cubic yards 1757 tons 
This waste output includes all waste that was solid, non-radioactive, 
non-hazardous. During the stripout phase it consisted of items such as 
ceiling tiles, carpeting and fixtures from Non-RMMA rooms, surveyable 
items from RMMA rooms, Non-Friable asbestos items, and items on the 
outside of the building. There were (15) 30 cubic yard rolloffs of this 
non-structural waste. 
concrete, cinderblock, rebar, roofing material and other metal and wood 
building pieces. 
debris. 
Colorado. 

During the demolition phase it consisted of 

There were (200) 30 cubic yard rolloffs of this structural 
All industrial sanitary waste was sent to USA landfill in Erie, 

Hazardous & Non-Radioactive Waste Outputs (HAZ) 

D & D - 2 - 4  Chrome Wire 
No WGI required (1) box 
This waste output was found in the building during the stripout, and 
consists of a roll of unused chrome wire. The manufacturer label states 
that chrome is a constituent of the metal. 

a: D & D - 2 - 6  Nicad Batteries 
No WGI required (1)  box 
This output consists of dry cell nicads that were characterized by process 
knowledge. These batteries were removed from various pieces of 
equipment during the stripout of the building. . 

D & D - 2 - 1 0  Lead Acid Batteries 
No WGI required ( 1 )  box 
This output consists of various lead acid batteries found in emergency 
lighting throughout the building. They were sent to PU&D Unit 5001 as 
recycle material. 

D & D - 2 - 1 6  Incandescent Light Bulbs 
No WGI required (1) box 
This output consists of incandescent light bulbs removed from various 
fixtures that were stripped out of the building. 
as hazardous by process knowledge. 

These were characterized 
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D & D - 2 - 1 7  Mercury Thermometers and Thermostat 
No WGI required (1) box 
This waste output consists of four thermometers found in various 
equipment in the building, and one thermostat from building 113. These 
were characterized as hazardous by process knowledge. 

D & D - 2 - 2 0  Lead Counterweights and Bricks 
No WGI required (1) Pallet 
This waste consisted of lead counterweights that were removed from 
laboratory hoods. These were connected to the front windows by a cable, 
and were enclosed in a metal runway. They were surveyed for free release 
and sent for recycle to PU&D Unit 5001. The lead bricks were given to Rad 
Eng for use in shielding a counter in T891R. 

D & D - 2 - 2 2  Fluorescent Light Bulbs 
No WGI required (21) boxes 
This output consists of light bulbs that are four and eight foot and “U” 
shaped, and do not have the green tips. They are characterized as 
hazardous by process knowledge. 

D & D - 2 - 3 1  Paint Chips 
No WGI required (2) packages 
One package of lead based paint chips was generated in room 109B. This 
characterization is supported by the building lead characterization report, 
which shows paint on the walls has lead at levels of 10-4000 PPM (total 
analysis) . 
A second package of paint chips was generated after the bldg. was 
demolished. These chips were collected from the slab where the 
restroom/lockerrooms and janitor closet were located in the north wing, 
rooms 113, 113A, 113B, 11 5, 119 and 11 9A. The lead characterization 
report shows levels of chromiun from 260-2,600 PPM and lead from 90- 
3,700 PPM (total analysis). 

Non-Hazardous & Radioactive Waste Outputs (LLW) 

D & D - 3 - 3  Dry Combustibles 
WGI #GI9701 230299A (5) full crates 
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This waste consists of various combustible items, including PPE, wood, 
and other combustible material. 
verified that there were no hazardous constituents in this waste. 

Visual inspection and process knowledge 0 
D & D - 3 - 6  Moist Combustibles 
WGI #GI9701230307A (3) 55 gallon drums 
This waste output consists of combustibles such as PPE, kimwipes, and 
absorbent that are wetted. They were generated during the scabbling of 
paint from the south wall in room 111. Visual inspection and process 
knowledge verified that there were no hazardous constituents added to 
this waste. 

D & D - 3 - 9  Plast ics  
WGI #G19701230300B (5) full crates & (1)  55 gallon drum 
This waste output consists of various plastic type items that include 
plastic bags, hoses, containers, PPE, plastic containment sheeting, and 
other plastic type items. 
verified that there were no hazardous constituents added to this waste. 

Visual inspection and process knowledge 

D&D-3-11  Light Metal 
WGI #GI9701 23040049 (40) full crates 
This output consists of metal counters, cabinet, piping, hoods, angle iron, 
and various metal items that could not surveyed for free release. It was 
packaged with output D&D-3-13, which consists of the same waste items 
with lead based paint on it. 

D & D - 3 - 1 3  Light Metal w/ Lead Paint-Non-RCRA 
WGI #GI9701 230400A (see output 3-11 above) 
WGI #GI9801 230619A (1) 55 gallon drum 
This output consists of the same metal items as in output 0&0-3-11, with 
the addition of lead based paint that is below RCRA TCLP levels on it. 
Items with painted surfaces in RMMA rooms were considered radioactive. 

D & D - 3 - 2 4  Insulation (Ceiling Tile) 
WGI #G19701230345A ( 1 )  full crate 
This output consists of ceiling tiles generated in RMMA rooms. According 
to the Bldg. 123 Asbestos Characterization Report, these ceiling tiles do 
not contain any asbestos material. 
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D & D - 3 - 2 6  Asbestos Friable 
WGI #G19801230466B (4) full crates 
This output consists of various friable asbestos items that were certified 
as being friable by the project state certified asbestos professional. This 
included vermiculite and foam glass with vermiculite on it from room 
165, and drywall with mud that did not have lead based paint on it. 

D & D - 3 - 6 8  Mixed IDC’s 
No WGI required (6) full crates & (4) half crates 
This waste was generated before Waste Generator Instructions were 
issued. The waste consists of metal, plastic, glass, and combustibles. 
Visual inspection and process knowledge verified that there were no 
hazardous constituents as part of this waste type. 

D & D - 3 - 6 9  Scabbled Concrete 
WGI #GI9801 2305276 (2) 55 gallon drums 
This waste consists of bags of concrete that was scabbled from the floor 
and wall to remove radioactive contamination. It was generated in rooms 
105, 109, 123, 124 and 124A. This waste is characterized by prwess 
knowledge as being non hazardous. No lead based paint was on this 
concrete. 

D & D - 3 - 7 0  Scabbled Concrete 
WGI #GI9801 230624A (1) 55 gallon drum 
This waste consists of bags of concrete, cinder block and paint that was 
scabbled from the wall to remove radioactive contamination. It was 
generated in room 111 on the south wall. This waste is characterized by 
process knowledge as being non hazardous since the lead based paint on 
this concrete was below RCRA TCLP levels. 

D & D - 3 - 7 6  Asbestos, Non-Friable 
WGI # GI97012302848 (12) full crates 
This waste consists of non-friable asbestos material, including floor tile, 
cabinet panels, and countertops with mastic that were unsurveyable. 
These items were certified non-friable by the project state certified 
asbestos inspector. They did not have any lead based paint on them. 
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D & D - 3 - 7 7  Non-Friable Asbestos Insulation w/ Lead Paint 
WGI #G19701230284B (31) full crates 
This output consists of non-friable asbestos material such as transite 
wall board, and was certified non-friable by the project state certified 
asbestos inspector. It also has lead based paint on it below RCRA TCLP 
levels. 

D & D - 3 - 7 7  Friable Asbestos Insulation w/ Lead Paint 
WGI #GI9701 230466B (43) full crates 
This output consists of drywall that has asbestos mud attached to it, so it 
is considered friable asbestos. The drywall also has lead based paint on it 
below RCRA TCLP levels. 

D & D - 3 - 8 1  Moist Combustibles with Asbestos 
WGI #GI9701230186A (1) 55 gallon drum 
This waste consists of moist combustibles that were generated during the 
cleanup of friable asbestos contamination on the floor below where 
sampling of asbestos occurred. 

D & D - 3 - 8 7  Drywall w/ Lead Paint 
WGI #9801230505A (9) full crates 
This output consists of drywall that did not have asbestos mud in the 
joints. This waste has lead based paint below RCRA TCLP levels on its 
surf ace. 

a 

Hazardous & Radioactive Waste Outputs (LLM) 

D & D - 4 - 6  Moist Combustibles 
WGI # G19701230261A (1) 55 gallon drum 
This waste consists of kimwipes and rags that were used to wipe down 
the sumps that were part of the process waste system RCRA unit 40. 
There was no sludge buildup in these sumps before they were wiped. 
Characterization is the same as the process waste system for the 
building, which is FOOI, F002, F005. 
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D & D - 4 - 9  Plastic Process Waste System 
WGI # 619701230258A (1) full crate 
This output consists of PVC process waste piping that was removed from 
RCRA Unit 40 in bldg. 123. There also are some plastic secondary 
containment pans and pumps that are mostly plastic. Characterization is 
based upon RCRA Unit 40, minus the ‘ I F  codes associated with cyanide 
processes since they were not used in bldg. 123, and also the “D” codes 
are not applicable since no sludge was present in the waste that was 
packaged. 

D & D - 4 - 1 1  Metal Process Waste Pipes 
WGI # G19801230325A (1) full crate 
This output consists of metal process waste piping from RCRA Unit 40 
removed from bldg. 123. There also are some metal secondary 
containment pans. 
the ‘IF” codes associated with cyanide processes since they were not used 
in bldg. 123, and also the “D” codes are not applicable since no sludge was 
present in the waste that was packaged. 

Characterization is based upon RCRA Unit 40, minus 

D & D - 4 - 1 1  Light Metal 
No WGI required (1) 5 gallon drum 
This output consists of a bag labeled “unused shot” that was found 
abandoned in the building. This material was sampled under analysis 
#98A0018 and found to be hazardous for chrome. 

D & D - 4 - 1 4  Circuit Boards 
No WGI required (1) 10 gallon drum 
This output consists of circuit boards that came from various pieces of 
equipment that were being stripped out. They could not be free released 
due to not being 100% surveyable. They were characterized by RFETS 
guidance as hazardous waste. 

D & 0 - 4 -  5 3 Dirt from Scrubbers S-1 & S-3 
No WGI required (1) 5 gallon drum 
This waste is dirt with no free liquid from the bottom of the S-1 and S-3 
scrubbers in the courtyard of bldg. 123. Analysis #98A1320 verifies that 
this soil is hazardous due to traces of the following organics; Methylene 
Chloride, Trichloroethylene and Methyl Ethyl Ketone, which were used as 

1 0  
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lab solvents. 
release criteria. 

MDA results show that this soil does not meet the free 
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I .I I a - . 
Formerly RF32280 

--Shippe<s No 
BILL OF LADING 

ECURITY/DEPARTMENT COPY 
;ARRIER: Vendor P i c h p  

RECEIVED subject to the Classifications and tariffs in effect on the date of the issue of this Bfll of Ladinq. - 
FROM: DYNCORP OF COLORADO, INC. AT ROCKY FLATS, COLO.. 80007 

FOR: U.S. Department of Energy 
Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site 
Kaiser-Hill Contracting Team 
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d e l i v e r  to another carner on ihe route to said destnatm It 1s mulually agreed. as io each canter 01 an or any d sad propeny over all or any pcilm 01 sad rWle to dest-aton and a5 to each parry at any'tme 
esled n all or any ot s ad  prqxrty mat every s e m e  lo be ped& hereunder shan be s u m  IO ail Ihe terms and conddmS 01 the Unalorm Daneslc SlraQ?! BIU 04 Cadvlp set (Mh (1)  n U n d m  F ~ ~ ~ N  
Classifaim m eflecI M the date herwl 11 thus IS a rail or a rad . water shgmeni or (2) n (he a@tcabk moior carrrr CIaSSdtcatm or tars I( this IS a rnolor CaRlr shW€nt Of (3) n the Undorm a,hy 
Recetpt It this is a raaiway or ewress ShQmenl or (4110 the Un!tm Axblt. d this IS an alr treght shpmeni 

ShtClper nerw cenifles Ihai he s tarniiar w m  ail the terms and m e l o n s  of the sad Bin 01 uang ncludng mose on me back lherwl se~ brih n the ciass~fatm o( tann which governs the transmatyYI o( 
shipmen1 and Ihe sard termlj and conddfons are hereby agreed 10 by lhe shtpper and accepted lor hmseil and hts assgns 

Consigned To and Destination (Mail or street address of Consignee- 
For purpose of notification only) I 

OSA Uaste Servicea , Inc. 
Front Range L a n d f i l l  
Er ie ,m 80516 

Route Vel 

NO 
Packages 

or P. - 
HM 

:kap 

Description of Artcles. Special Mahs and Exceptions 

Master 4 
RO/SM# 076,6& C o n t r a c t o r g n r L o j  

This IS to cectify that the above-named matenals 
are properly classified. described. packaged. "Shipper's impnnt in lieu of stamp. 
marked and labeled and are tn proper condition not a pan of Bill of Lading approved 
for transportation. according to the applicable by the Interstate Commerce 
regulations of the Department of Transportation Commission 

EMERGENCY CONTACT 
(303) 966-2914 

Seal 
Numbers 

Vehide or 
Car Initial & No. 

'WEIGHT 
[Sub. to Cor.) 

class 
or Rate 

.- SS 74 1 Reference 

Job Order No. Reference - - 
If charges ar to be p e  

pad. wrile or slarnp h e .  
T O  be Pre-pakl' - 
NO* Where me tale 

i 5 ~ 0 a v a b e .  
sh&ers are requied lo 
slate specirrally. m mth. 
me agreed or dedared 
v a h l e d m e p c ~ . i h e  
agreed or &dared vabe 
of me pqettyis PerebY 
Specirrallydaredbyme 
shippertobeno( 
excedmg: 

- Per - 
S- to sedicn 7 01 

Age! DYNCORP OF COLORADO. INC shipper. A Contractor for the 
CI S Depanment of Energy. Contran DE-RP34-94RFO0825 

Per 
Permanent Post Office address of Shipper P 0 B o x  464, GOLDEN. COCO. 80402U464 

, -  
sp. :/ - Per -/ 



Waste Generated in Building 123 
Since Sept. 1, 1997 

Container Packaging 

Cntnr Nbr Status Waste Type 
D86793 A LLW 
D87183 A LLW 
087184 A LLW 
D87186 A LLW 
D88759 A LLW 
D90474 A LLM 
D90475 A LLW 

Cntnr Type 
DRO 
DRO 
DRO 
DRO 
DRO 
OR0 
DRO 

Gen Bldg 
123 
123 
123 
123 
123 
123 
123 

WGI Number Liner Type 
G19701230307A DRUM 2 PLASTIC 
G19701230307A DRUM 2 PLASTIC 
G19701230307A DRUM 2 PLASTIC 
G19701230300B DRUM 2 PLASTIC 

DRUM 2 PLASTIC 
Gl970123026lA DRUM 2 PLASTIC 

DRUM 2 PLASTIC 

DRUM 2 PLASTIC 

DRUM 2 PLASTIC 
GI9801 230527A 55-GAL FIBERBOARD 

DRUM 2 PLASTIC 
Gl9701230186A DRUM 2 PLASTIC 

DRUM 1 PLASTIC 

G19801230619A 55-GAL FIBERBOARD 

GI9801 2305276 55-GAL FIBERBOARD 

GI9801 230624A 55-GAL FIBERBOARD 

55-GAL FIBERBOARD 
G19801230689A 112 BOX FIBERBRD 

112 BOX PVC LINER 
Gl9801230689A 112 BOX FIBERBRD 

112 BOX PVC LINER 
G19801230689A 112 BOX FIBERBRD 

112 BOX PVC LINER 
G19801230689A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
112 BOX PVC LINER 
112 BOX FIBERBRD 

GI9801 230689A BOX FIBERBOARD 
BOX PVC LINER 

G19801230689A BOX FIBERBOARD 
BOX PVC LINER 

G19801230689A BOX FIBERBOARD 
BOX PVC LINER 

619801230689A BOX FIBERBOARD 
BOX PVC LINER 

G19701230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 
BOX PVC LINER 

G19701230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 
BOX PVC LINER 

G19701230345A BOX FIBERBOARD 
BOX PVC LINER 

G19701230284A BOX FIBERBOARD 
BOX PVC LINER 

G19701230284A BOX FIBERBOARD 
BOX PVC LINER 

G19701230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 
BOX PVC LINER 

G19701230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 

D90476 A LLW DRO 123 

D90477 A LLW DRO 123 

D90478 A LLW DRO 123 

D90479 A LLW 
D90760 A LLW 

DRO 
DRO 

123 
123 

H05538 A LLW BHW 123 

H05540 A LLW BHW 123 

H05541 A LLW BHW 123 

H05542 A LLW BHW 123 

PO2680 A LLW BFW 123 

PO2682 A LLW BFW 123 

PO2683 A LLW BFW 123 

PO2684 A LLW BFW 123 

PO2794 A LLW 5Fw 123 

PO2795 A LLW BFW 123 

123 PO2796 A LLW BFW 

PO2799 A LLW BFW 123 

PO2802 A LLW BFW 123 

123 PO2804 A LLW BFW 

PO2846 A LLW BFW 123 
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Waste Generated in Building 123 
Since Sept. 1, 1997 

Container Packaging 

Cntnr Nbr Status Waste Type Cntnr Type Gen Bldg WGI Number Liner Type 

PO2847 A 

PO2848 A 

PO2850 A 

PO2851 A 

PO2852 A 

PO2853 A 

PO2854 A 

PO2855 A 

PO2856 A 

PO2857 A 

PO2858 A 

PO2859 A 

PO2860 A 

PO2861 A 

PO2862 A 

PO2863 A 

PO2864 A 

PO2865 A 

PO3016 A 

PO3019 A 

PO3020 A 

PO3042 A 

PO3044 A 

WEMS Report 

QL& 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLM 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLM 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

Page 2 of 8 

BOX PVC LINER 
G19701230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
G19701230284A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
G19701230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
Gl9701230299A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVG LINER 
G19801230689A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
G19701230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX ?VC LINER 
G19701230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
G19701230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI9701 230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
G19701230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
G19701230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
G19701230258A BOX FlBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI9701 230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
G19701230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
G19701230299A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
G19701230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
G19801230325A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
G19701230300A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
G19701230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
G19701230299A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI9701 230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI97012302848 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI97012302848 BOX FIBERBOARD 
G19801230466B BOX PVC LINER 
G19701230284B BOX PVC LINER 

June 22,1998 



Waste Generated in Building 123 
Since Sept. 1, 1997 

Container Packaging 

Cntnr Nbr Status Waste Type Cntnr Type Gen Bldg WGI Number Liner Type 

a PO3045 A 

PO3046 A 

PO3047 A 

PO3048 A 

PO3049 A 

PO3050 A 

PO3051 A 

PO3057 A 

PO3058 A 

PO3059 A 

PO3060 A 

PO3063 A 

PO3065 A 

PO3066 A 

PO3078 A 

PO3079 A 

PO3080 A 

PO3081 A 

PO3082 A 

PO3083 A 

PO3084 A 

a PO3085 A 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

GI98012304668 BOX FIBERBOARD 
GI97012302848 BOX FIBERBOARD 

G19701230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 

GI97012302848 BOX FIBERBOARD 

G19701230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 

G19701230284B BOX FIBERBOARD 

G19801230466A BOX FIBERBOARD 

G19701230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 

GI9701 2303008 BOX FIBERBOARD 

GI97012302848 BOX FIBERBOARD 

G19701230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 

Gl9701230299A BOX FIBERBOARD 

G19701230300B BOX FIBERBOARD 

G19701230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 

G19701230284A BOX FIBERBOARD 

G19701230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 

G19701230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 

GI97012302848 BOX FIBERBOARD 

G19701230284A BOX FIBERBOARD 

G19701230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 

G19701230300A BOX FIBERBOARD 

G19701230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 

GI9701 230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 

G19701230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 

G19701230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 
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Waste Generated in Building 123 
Since Sept. 1, 1997 

Cntnr Nbr Status Waste Type Cntnr Type Gen Bldg WGI Number Liner Type 

Container Packaging 

BOX PVC LINER 
G19701230400A BOX FIBERBOARD PO3086 A 

PO3142 A 

PO3147 A 

PO3149 A 

PO3150 A 

PO3151 A 

PO3153 A 

PO3156 A 

PO3157 A 

PO3158 A 

PO3159 A 

PO3160 A 

PO3162 A 

PO3165 A 

PO31 67 

PO31 69 

PO3170 

PO3171 

PO31 72 

PO3173 

PO31 75 

PO31 76 

PO31 77 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

Page 4 of 8 

BOX PVC LINER 
G19802130505A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
G19801230505A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI9801 230505A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
G19801230505A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI97012302848 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI98012304668 BOX PVC LINER 

BOX FIBERBOARD 
GI98012304668 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI97012302848 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI97012302848 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI98012304668 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
G19801230505A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI97012302848 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI97012302848 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
G19801230505A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
G19801230466A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
G19801230466B BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
G19701230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
G19701230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI97012302848 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI97012302848 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI98012304668 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI97012302848 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
G19801230466B BOX FIBERBOARD 
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Waste Generated in Building 123 
Since Sept. 1, 1997 

Cntnr Nbr Status Waste Type Cntnr Type Gen Bldg WGI Number Liner Type 

Container Packaging 

PO3178 A 

PO3179 A 

PO3180 A 

PO3181 A 

PO3182 A 

PO3183 A 

PO3184 A 

PO3185 A 

PO3186 A 

PO3187 A 

PO3188 A 

PO3189 A 

PO3190 A 

PO3191 A 

PO3192 A 

PO3193 A 

PO3194 A 

PO3195 A 

PO3196 A 

PO3197 A 

PO3198 A 

PO3199 A 

PO3200 A 

PO3201 A 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

BOX PVC LINER 
Gl9801230505A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
G19801230466B BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI9801 2304668 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
G19701230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI97012302848 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI98012304668 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI9801 2304668 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI98012304668 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI97012302848 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI98012304666 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
G19701230284B BOX PVC LINER 

BOX FIBERBOARD 
Gl9801230466B BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI98012304668 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI98012304668 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI9801 2304668 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
G19801230466B BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI98012304668 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI98012304668 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI97012302848 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI98012304668 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI98012304668 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI98012304668 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI98012304668 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BOX PVC LINER 
GI98012304668 BOX FIBERBOARD 
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Waste Generated in Building 123 
Since Sept. 1, 1997 

Container Packaging 

Cntnr Nbr Status Waste Type Cntnr Type Gen Bldg WGI Number Liner Type 

PO3203 A 

PO3204 A 

PO3205 A 

PO3206 A 

PO3208 A 

PO3211 A 

PO3242 A 

PO3243 A 

PO3245 A 

PO3247 A 

PO3249 A 

PO3250 A 

PO3251 A 

PO3252 A 

PO3255 A 

PO3258 A 

PO3260 A 

PO3275 A 

PO3297 A 

PO3298 A 

PO3300 A 

PO3301 A 

PO3302 A 

PO3303 A 

WEMS Report 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

BFW 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX FvC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

GI98012304668 BOX FIBERBOARD 

GI97012302846 BOX FIBERBOARD 

GI98012304666 BOX FIBERBOARD 

GI98012304668 BOX FIBERBOARD 

GI98012304668 BOX FIBERBOARD 

G19701230284B BOX FIBERBOARD 

GI98012304668 BOX FIBERBOARD 

G19701230284B BOX FIBERBOARD 

GI98012304668 BOX FIBERBOARD 

GI97012302846 BOX FIBERBOARD 

GI97012302846 BOX FIBERBOARD 

6198012304666 BOX FIBERBOARD 

GI97012302846 BOX FIBERBOARD 

G19701230284B BOX FIBERBOARD 

GI97012302846 BOX FIBERBOARD 

GI98012304666 BOX FIBERBOARD 

GI97012302848 BOX FIBERBOARD 

G19701230299A BOX FIBERBOARD 

GI98012304666 BOX FIBERBOARD 

GI98012304668 BOX FIBERBOARD 

GI97012302848 BOX FIBERBOARD 

GI98012304668 BOX FJBERBOARD 

GI98012304666 BOX FISERBOARD 

GI98012304668 BOX FIBERBOARD 
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Waste Generated in Building 123 
Since Sept. 1, 1997 

Container Packaging 

Cntnr Nbr Status Waste Type Cntnr Type Gen Bldg WGI Number Liner Type 

BFW 123 G19801230466B BOX FIBERBOARD 

BFW 123 G19701230284B BOX FIBERBOARD 

BFW 123 GI98012304668 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BFW 123 GI97012302848 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BFW 123 GI98012304668 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BFW 123 G19701230284B BOX FIBERBOARD 

BFW 123 G19801230466B BOX FIBERBOARD 

BFW 123 G19701230284B BOX FIBERBOARD 

BFW 123 GI97012302848 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BFW 123 G19701230284B BOX FIBERBOARD 

BFW 123 G19701230284B BOX FIBERBOARD 

BFW 123 GI97012302848 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BFW 123 GI97012302848 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BFW 123 GI97012302848 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BFW 123 GI97012302848 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BFW 123 GI97012302848 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BFW 123 GI97012302848 BOX FIBERBOARD 

BFW 123 G19701230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BFW 123 G19701230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BFW 123 G19701230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BFW 123 Gl9701230400A BOX FIBERBOARD 

BFW 123 G19701230300B BOX FIBERBOARD 

cxc 123 
cxc 123 
cxc 123 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

BOX PVC LINER 

PO3304 A LLW 

PO3305 A LLW 

PO3306 A LLW 

PO3307 A LLW 

PO3308 A LLW 

PO3309 A LLW 

PO331 0 A LLW 

PO331 1 A LLW 

A LLW PO331 2 

PO33 14 A LLW 

PO33 15 A LLW 

PO3316 0 A LLW 

PO3320 A LLW 

PO3321 A LLW 

PO3323 A LLW 

PO3324 A LLW 

PO3326 A LLW 

PO3339 A LLW 

PO3340 A LLW 

PO3346 A LLW 

PO3347 A LLW 

PO3349 a LLW 

W12487 S HAZ 
S HAZ 
S HAZ 

W12489 0 W12490 
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Waste Generated in Building 123 
Since Sept. 1, 1997 

Cntnr Nbr Status 
W12491 S 
W12493 S 
X01814 A 
X04825 A 
X07093 A 
X07094 A 
X07098 A 
X07400 A 

Waste Type 
H A 2  
H A 2  
LLM 
LLM 
LLW 
LLW 
LLM 
LLM 

total 178 containers 

WEMS Report 

Cntnr Type Gen Bldg WGI Number Liner Type 
cxc 123 
cxc 123 
DTG 123 DRUM 1 PLASTIC 
DTG 123 DRUM 2 PLASTIC 
DFG 123 DRUM 2 PLASTIC 
DFG 123 DRUM 2 PLASTIC 
DFG 123 DRUM 2 PLASTIC 
DTG 123 
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Container Packaging 
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Waste Generated in Building 123 
Since Sept. 1, 1997 

Container Staging 

Cntnr Nbr 0 086793 

D87183 

D87 184 

087 1 86 

088759 

D90474 

D90475 

090476 

D90477 

Status Waste Type Gen Bldg 
A LLW 123 

A LLW 123 

A LLW 123 

A LLW 123 

A LLW 123 

A LLM 123 

A LLW 123 

A LLW 123 

A LLW 123 

Co 
From Bldg 
020 
750HAZ 
123 
020 
750HAZ 
750HAZ 
123 
020 
750HAZ 
750HAZ 
123 
020 
750HAZ 
750HAZ 
123 
020 
123 
123 
664 
444c 
440 
551 
123 
123 
123s 
664 
55 1 
123 
123 
123 
123 
666 
750HAZ 
750" 
750HAZ 
551 
123 
123 
123 
666 
123 
123 
123 
123 
666 
750HAZ 
123 

intainer Movement 
To Bldg Tranfer Date 
750HAZ 18-Mar-96 
123 27-Apr-98 
750" 27-Apr-98 
750HAZ 8-May-96 
750HAZ 21-Apr-98 
123 23-Apr-98 
750HAZ 27-Apr-98 
750HAZ 8-May-96 
750HAZ 16-Apr-98 
123 23-Apr-98 
750HAZ 27-Apr-98 
750HAZ 8-May-96 
750HAZ 16-Apr-98 
123 23-Apr-98 
750HAZ 27-Apr-98 
123 11-Feb-97 
123 3-Mar-97 
664 22-Dec-97 
444c 14-~an-98 
440 21-Jan-98 
444c 13-Mar-98 

123 2-Dec-97 
123s 2-Feb-98 
664 9-Mar-98 
906 13-Mar-98 

123 2-Jan-98 
123 2-Jan-98 
123 9-Mar-98 
666 1 1 -Mar-98 
750" 21 -Apr-98 
750HAZ 21-Apr-98 
750HAZ 21 -Apr-98 
750" 21 -Apr-98 

123 2-Dec-97 
123 9-Mar-98 
666 1 1 -Mar-98 
123 1 -Apr-98 
664 15-Apr-98 
123 14-Feb-98 
123 9-Mar-98 
666 1 1 -Mar-98 
750" 21 -Apr-98 
123 2 3-Apr-98 
750HAZ 27-Apr-98 

123 21-Aug-97 

123 21-Aug-97 

123 21-Aug-97 
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Waste Generated in Building 123 
Since Sept. 1 I 1997 

Container Movement 
Cntnr Nbr Status Waste Type Gen Bldg From Bldg 
D90478 A LLW 123 

D90479 A LLW 123 

090760 A LLW 

H05538 A LLW 

H05540 A LLW 

H05541 A LLW 

123 

123 

123 

123 

H05542 A LLW 123 

PO2680 A LLW 123 

PO2682 A LLW 123 

123 PO2683 A LLW 

123 
123 
123 
55 1 
123 
123 
664 
444c 
444c 
664 
551 
750HAZ 
881 
123s 
664 
444c 
55 1 
123 
664 
4446 
664 
551 
123 
664 
444c 
664 
55 1 
123 
664 
4446 
664 
551 
123 
664 
444c 
664 
551 
123 
123 
551 
123 
664 
444c 
664 
551 
123 
664 

To Bldg 
123 
123 
664 
123 
123 
664 
444c 
444c 
664 
444c 
750HAZ 
88 1 
123s 
664 
444c 
444c 
123 
664 
4446 
664 
444c 
123 
664 
444c 
664 
444c 
123 
664 
444c 
664 
4446 
123 
664 
444c 
664 
444c 
123 
123 
664C 
123 
664 
444c 
664 
444c 
123 
664 
444c 

Container Staging 

Tranfer Date 
14-Feb-98 
9-Mar-98 

15-Apr-98 

2-Dec-97 
22-Dec-97 
14-Jan-98 
20-Jan-98 
21-Jan-98 
27-Jan-98 
22-Sep-97 

2-Dec-97 
22-Dec-97 
14-Jan-98 
20-Jan-98 

2 1 -Aug-97 

3-NOV-97 

1 3-Au~-97 
7-Oct-97 
7-Oct-97 

27-Feb-98 
5-Mar-98 

13-Aug-97 
7-Oct-97 
7-Oct-97 

27-Feb-98 
5-Mar-98 

13-Aug-97 
7-Oct-97 
7-Oct-97 

27-Feb-98 
5-Mar-98 

13-Aug-97 
7-Oct-97 
7-Oct-97 

27-Feb-98 
5-Mat-98 
3-Sep-97 

9-Dec-97 
3-Sep-97 

13-Oct-97 

7-Oct-97 
7-Oct-97 

27-Feb-98 
5-Mar-98 
3-Sep-97 
7-Oct-97 
7-Oct-97 
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Waste Generated in Building 123 
Since Sept. 1, 1997 

Container Staging 

Container Movement 
Tranfer Date 

444c 664 27-Feb-98 
664 4446 5-Mar-98 

PO2684 A LLW 123 55 1 123 3-Sep-97 

Cntnr Nbr Status Waste Type Gen Bldg From Bldg To Bldg 

123 664 7-Oct-97 
664 444c 7-OC t-9 7 
444c 664 27-Feb-98 
664 444c 5-Mar-98 

PO2794 A LLW 123 551 123 30-Sep-97 
123 123 2-Jan-98 
123 123 2-Jan-98 
123 664 15-Jan-98 
664 444c 15-Jan-98 
444c 664 2-Mar-98 
664 444c 5-M a r-9 8 

PO2795 A LLW 123 551 123 30-Sep-97 
123 123 2-Jan-98 
123 123 2-Jan-98 
123 664 15-Jan-98 
664 444c 15-Jan-98 
444c 664 2-Mar-98 
664 444c 5-Mar-98 

PO2796 A LLW 123 551 123 30-Sep-97 
123 664C 17-Dec-97 
664C 664 26-Feb-98 
664 444c 5-Mar-98 

PO2799 A LLW 123 551 123 30-Sep-97 
123 123 2-Jan-98 
123 123 2-Jan-98 
123 664 15-Jan-98 
664 444c 15-Jan-98 

PO2802 A LLW 123 551 123 30-Sep-97 
123 123 2-Jan-98 
123 123 2-Jan-98 
123 664 12-Feb-98 
664 444c 13-Feb-98 

PO2804 A LLW 123 551 123 30-Sep-97 
123 664C 17-Dec-97 
664C 664 26-Feb-98 
664 444c 5-Mar-98 

123 123 2-Jan-98 
123 664 22-Jan-98 
664 4446 27-Jan-98 
444c 444c 2-Jun-98 

123 123 2-Jan-98 
123 664 15-Jan-98 

e 

PO2846 A LLW 123 55 1 123 17-NOV-97 

PO2847 A LLW 123 551 123 17-NOV-97 
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Waste Generated in Building 123 
Since Sept. 1, 1997 

Container Movement 

Container Staging 

Cntnr Nbr Status Waste Type Gen Bldg from Bldg To Bldg 

PO2848 A 

PO2850 A 

PO2851 A 

PO2852 A 

PO2853 A 

PO2854 A 

PO2855 A 

PO2856 A 

PO2857 A 

PO2858 A 

PO2859 A 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLM 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

664 
551 
123 
123 
551 
123 
123 
664 
551 
123 
123 
664 
444c 
551 
123 
123 
664 
444c 
664 
55 I 
123 
664C 
664 
551 
123 
123 
664 
444c 
55 1 
123 
123 
664 
4446 
551 
123 
123 
664 
55 1 
123 
664C 
664 
551 
123 
664C 
664 
551 
123 

444c 
123 
123 
444c 
123 
123 
664 
444c 
123 
123 
664 
444c 
444c 
123 
123 
664 
444c 
664 
444c 
123 
664C 
664 
444c 
123 
123 
664 
444c 
444c 
123 
123 
664 
444c 
444c 
123 
123 
664 
444c 
123 
6646 
664 
444c 
123 
664C 
664 
444c 
123 
123 

Tranfer Date 
15-Jan-98 

2-Jan-98 
30-Jan-98 

2-Jan-98 
15-Jan-98 
15-Jan-98 

2-Jan-98 
22-Jan-98 
27-Jan-98 
2-Jun-98 

2-Jan-98 
12-Feb-98 
13-Feb-98 
2-Mar-98 
5-Mar-98 

17-Dec-97 
26-Feb-98 
5-Mar-98 

2-Jan-98 
22-Jan-98 
27-Jan-98 
2-Jun-98 

2-Jan-98 
22-Jan-98 
27 Jan-98 
2-Jun-98 

2-Jan-98 
15-Jan-98 
15-Jan-98 

17-Oec-97 
26-Feb-98 
5-Mar-98 

17-Dec-97 
26-Feb-98 
5-Mar-98 

2-Jan-98 

17-NOV-97 

17-NOV-97 

17-NOV-97 

17-NOV-97 

1 7-NOV-97 

17-NOV-97 

17-NOV-97 

17-NOV-97 

17-NOV-97 

17-NOV-97 

17-NOV-97 
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Waste Generated in Building 123 
Since Sept. 1, 1997 

Container Movement 
Cntnr Nbr Status Waste Type Gen Bldg From Bldg To Bldg 

PO2860 A 

PO2861 A 

PO2862 A 

PO2863 A 

PO2864 A 
e 

PO2865 A 

PO3016 A 

PO3019 A 

PO3020 A 

PO3042 A a 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLM 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 
123s 
664 
551 
123 
123 
664 
444c 
664 
551 
123 
123 
664 
444c 
664 
551 
123 
123 
664 
4446 
55 1 
123 
664C 
664 
551 
123 
123 
123s 
664 
551 
123 
123 
664 
551 
333 
123 
444c 
664 
551 
333 
123 
664 
551 
333 
123 
551 
123 

123s 
664 

123 
123 
664 
444c 
664 
444c 
123 
123 
664 
444c 
664 
444c 
123 
123 
664 
444c 
444c 
123 
664C 
664 
444c 
123 
123 
123s 
664 
904 
123 
123 
664 
444c 
333 
123 
444c 
664 
444c 
333 
123 
664 
444c 
333 
123 
444c 
123 
444c 

904 

Tranfer Date 
9-Jan-98 

24-Fe b-98 
4-Mar-98 

2-Jan-98 
22-Jan-98 
27-Jan-98 
2-Mar-98 
5-Mar-98 

2-Jan-98 
15-Jan-98 
15-Jan-98 
2-Mar-98 
5-Mar-98 

2-Jan-98 
22-Jan-98 
27-Jan-90 
2-Jun-98 

17-Oec-97 
26-Feb-98 
5-Mar-98 

2-Jan-98 
15-Jan-98 
24-Feb-98 
4-Mar-98 

2-Jan-98 
12-Feb-98 
13-Feb-98 
12-Jan-98 
12-Jan-98 
30-Jan-98 
26-Feb-98 
5-Mar-98 

12-Jan-98 
12-Jan-98 
12-Feb-98 
13-Feb-98 
12-Jan-98 
12-Jan-98 
30-Jan-98 
20-Jan-98 
24-Feb-98 

17-NOV-97 

I 7-NOV-97 

17-NOV-97 

1 7-NOV-97 

1 7-NOV-97 

1 7-NOV-97 

Container Staging 
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Waste Generated in Building 123 
Since Sept. 1, 1997 

- Container Movement 
Cntnr Nbr Status Waste Type Gen Bldg From Bldg To Bldg 
PO3044 A 

PO3045 A 

PO3046 A 

PO3047 A 

PO3048 A 

PO3049 A 

PO3050 A 

PO305 1 A 

PO3057 A 

PO3058 A 

PO3059 A 

PO3060 A 

PO3061 A 

PO3062 A 

PO3063 A 

PO3065 A 

PO3066 A 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

55 1 
55 1 
123 
123 
55 1 
123 
551 
123 
4446 
664 
551 
123 
551 
123 
55 1 
123 
551 
123 
55 1 
123 
551 
123 
664 
551 
123 
55 1 
123 
664 
444C 
664 
551 
123 
55 1 
123 
551 
123 
664 
551 
123 
444c 
664 
551 
123 
664 
551 
123 
664 

123 
123 
4446 
444c 
123 
444c 
123 
444c 
664 
4446 
123 
444c 
123 
444c 
123 
444c 
123 
444c 
123 
4446 
123 
664 
4446 
123 
444c 
123 
664 
444c 
664 
444c 
123 
444c 
123 
444c 
123 
664 
444c 
123 
4446 
664 
444c 
123 
664 
444c 
123 
664 
4446 

Container Staging 

Tranfer Date 
20-Jan-98 
20-Jan-98 
24-Feb-98 
24-Feb-98 
20-Jan-98 
24-Feb-98 
20-Jan-98 
30-Jan-98 
26-Feb-98 

5-Mar-98 
20-Jan-98 
24-Feb-98 
20-Jan-98 
24-Feb-98 
20-Jan-98 
24-Feb-98 
20-Jan-98 
24-Feb-98 
20-Jan-98 
24-Feb-98 
22-Jan-98 
12-Feb-98 
13-Feb-98 
22-Jan-98 
24-Feb-98 
22-Jan-98 
12-Feb-98 
13-Feb-98 

5-Mar-98 
22-Jan-98 
12-Mar-98 
22-Jan-98 
12-Mar-98 
22-Jan-98 
2-Mar-98 
2-Mar-98 

22-Jan-98 
30-Jan-98 
26-Fe b-98 

5-Mar-98 
22-Jan-98 
12-Feb-98 
13-Feb-98 
22-Jan-98 
12-Feb-98 
13-Feb-98 

27-Feb-98 
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Waste Generated in Building 123 
Since Sept. 1, 1997 

Container Movement 
Cntnr Nbr Status Waste Type Gen Bldg From Bldg To Bldg 
PO3078 A 

PO3079 A 

PO3080 A 

PO3081 A 

PO3082 A 

PO3083 A 

PO3084 A 

PO3085 A 

PO3086 A a 
PO3142 A 

PO3 

PO3 

PO3147 A 

PO3149 A 

50 A 

51 A 

PO3153 A 

PO3156 A 

PO3157 A 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

551 
123 
551 
123 
551 
123 
664 
55 1 
123 
664 
551 
123 
664 
551 
123 
664 
55 1 
123 
664 
551 
123 
664 
551 
123 
664 
551 
123 
664 
55 1 
123 
551 
123 
551 
123 
664 
551 
551 
123 
123 
55 1 
123 
664 
551 
123 
551 
123 
664 

123 
444c 
123 
444c 
123 
664 
444c 
123 
664 
444c 
123 
664 
444c 
123 
664 
4446 
123 
664 
444c 
123 
664 
444c 
123 
664 
444c 
123 
664 
444c 
123 
4446 
123 
444c 
123 
664 
444c 
123 
123 
4446 
444c 
123 
664 
444c 
123 
444c 
123 
664 
444c 

Container Staging 

Tranfer Date 
28-Jan-98 
24-Feb-98 
28-Jan-98 
24-Feb-98 
28-Jan-98 
12-Feb-98 
13-Feb-98 
28-Jan-98 
12-Feb-98 
13-Feb-98 
28-Jan-98 
12-Feb-98 
13-Feb-98 
28-Jan-98 
12-Feb-98 
13-Feb-98 
28-Jan-98 
12-Feb-98 
13-Feb-98 
28-Jan-98 
12-Feb-98 
13-Feb-98 
28-Jan-98 
12-Feb-98 
13-Feb-98 
14-Feb-98 
3-Mar-98 
3-Mar-98 

14-Feb-98 
24-Feb-98 
14-Feb-98 
24-Feb-98 
14-Feb-98 
2-Mar-98 
2-Mar-98 

14-Feb-98 
14-Feb-98 
24-Feb-98 
24-Feb-98 
13-Feb-98 
2-Mar-98 
2-Mar-98 

13-Feb-98 
24-Mar-98 
13-Feb-98 
2-Mar-98 
2-Mar-98 
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Waste Generated in Building 123 
Since Sept. 1, 1997 

Container Staging 

Container Movement 
Cntnr Nbr Status Waste Type Gen Bldg From Bldg To Bldg 
PO3158 A 

PO3159 A 

PO3160 A 

PO3162 A 

PO3165 A 

PO3167 A 

PO3169 A 

PO3170 A 

PO3171 A 

PO3172 A 

PO3173 A 

PO3175 A 

PO31 76 A 

PO3 177 A 

PO3178 A 

PO3179 A 

PO3180 A 

PO3181 A 

WEMS Report 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

551 
123 
664 
551 
123 
551 
123 
551 
123 
551 
123 
55 1 
123 
551 
123 
551 
123 
55 1 
123 
551 
123 
123 
551 
123 
123 
551 
123 
123 
551 
123 
123 
55 1 
123 
123 
55 1 
123 
123 
664 
551 
123 
123 
664 
551 
123 
123 
664 
551 

123 
664 
444c 
123 
664C 
123 
444c 
123 
444c 
123 
444c 
123 
444c 
123 
444c 
123 
444c 
123 
444c 
123 
123 
444c 
123 
123 
444c 
123 
123 
444c 
123 
123 
444c 
123 
123 
444c 
123 
123 
664 
4446 
123 
123 
664 
444c 
123 
123 
664 
444c 
123 

Page 8 of 13 

Tranfer Date 
13-Feb-98 
2-Mar-98 
2-Mar-98 

13-Feb-98 
24-Mar-98 
13-Feb-98 
30-Mar-98 
19-Feb-98 
30-Mar-98 
19-Feb-98 
24-Feb-98 
19-Feb-98 
24-Feb-98 
19-Feb-98 
24-Feb-98 
19-Feb-98 
12-Mar-98 
19-Feb-98 
24-Feb-98 
23-Feb-98 
24-Feb-98 
5-Mar-98 

23-Feb-98 
24-Feb-98 
5-Mar-98 

23-Feb-98 
24-Feb-98 
5-Mar-98 

23-Feb-98 
24-Feb-98 
5-Mar-98 

23-Feb-98 
24-Feb-98 
5-Mar-98 

23-Feb-98 
24-Feb-98 
3-Mar-98 
3-Mar-98 

23-Feb-98 
24-Feb-98 
3-Mar-98 
3-Mar-98 

23-Feb-98 
24-Feb-98 
3-Mar-98 
3-Mar-98 

23-Feb-98 

June 22,1998 



Waste Generated in Building 123 
Since Sept. 1, 1997 

Container Staging 

Container Movement 
Cntnr Nbr Status Waste Type Gen Bldg From Bldg To Bldg Tranfer Date 

123 123 24-Feb-98 
123 664C 24-Mar-98 

PO3182 A LLW 123 551 123 24-Feb-98 
123 664 2-Mar-98 
664 444c 2-Mar-98 

PO3183 A LLW 123 551 123 24-Feb-98 
123 664 2-Mar-98 
664 444c 2-Mar-98 

PO3184 A LLW 123 551 123 24-Feb-98 
123 664 3-Mar-98 
664 444c 3-Mar-98 

PO3185 A LLW 123 551 123 24-Feb-98 
123 664 2-Mar-98 
664 444c 2-Mar-98 

PO3186 A LLW 123 551 123 24-Fe b-98 
123 664 2-Mar-98 
664 444c 2-Mar-98 

PO3187 A LLW 123 551 123 24-Fe b-98 
123 664 2-Mar-98 
664 4446 2-Mar-98 

PO3288 A LLW 123 551 123 24-Feb-98 
123 444c 5-Mar-98 

PO3189 A LLW 123 551 123 24-Fe b-98 
123 664 3-Mar-98 
664 444c 3-Mar-98 

PO3190 A LLW 123 55 1 123 24-Feb-98 
123 664 3-Mar-98 
664 444c 3-Mar-98 

PO3191 A LLW 123 551 123 24-Fe b-98 
123 664 3-Mar-98 
664 444c 3-Mar-98 

PO3192 A LLW 123 551 123 24-Feb-98 
123 664 3-Mar-98 
664 444c 3-Mar-98 

PO3193 A LLW 123 551 123 24-Feb-98 
123 664 3-Mar-98 
664 444c 3-Mar-98 

PO3194 A LLW 123 551 123 24-Fe b-98 
123 664 3-Mar-98 
664 444c 3-Mar-98 

PO3195 A LLW 123 551 123 24-Feb-98 
123 664 3-Mar-98 
664 444c 3-Mar-98 

PO3496 A LLW 123 551 123 24-Feb-98 
123 444c 5-Mar-98 

PO3197 A LLW 123 55 1 123 24-Feb-98 
123 664 3-Mar-98 
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Waste Generated in Building 123 
Since Sept. 1, 1997 

Container Staging 

Container Movement 
Cntnr Nbr Status Waste Type Gen Bldg From Bldg To Bldg Tranfer Date 

PO3198 

PO31 99 

PO3200 

PO3201 

PO3203 

PO3204 

PO3205 

PO3206 

PO3208 

PO321 1 

PO3242 

PO3243 

PO3245 

PO3247 

PO3249 

PO3250 

PO3251 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

664 
551 
123 
664 
551 
123 
664 
551 
123 
664 
55 1 
123 
664 
551 
123 
55 1 
664 
123 
55 1 
123 
551 
664 
123 
551 
664 
123 
551 
664 
123 
55 1 
664 
123 
55 1 
664 
123 
55 1 
123 
55 1 
664 
123 
551 
123 
551 
123 
55 1 
664 
123 

444c 
123 
664 
444c 
123 
664 
444c 
123 
664 
444c 
123 
664 
4446 
123 
444c 
123 
444c 
664 
123 
664C 
123 
444c 
664 
123 
444c 
664 
123 
444c 
664 
123 
444c 
664 
123 
444c 
664 
123 
444c 
123 
444c 
664 
123 
664C 
123 
444c 
123 
444c 
664 

3-Mar-98 
24-Feb-98 
3-Mar-98 
3-Mar-98 

24-Feb-98 
3-Mar-98 
3-Mar-98 

3-Mar-98 
3-Mar-98 

24-Fe b-98 
3-Mar-98 
3-Mar-98 

27-Feb-98 
12-Mar-98 
27-Feb-98 
10-Mar-98 
10-Mar-98 

24-Mar-98 
27-Fe b-98 
10-Mar-98 
10-Mar-98 
27-Feb-98 
10-Mar-98 
10-Mar-98 
27-Feb-98 
10-Mar-98 
10-Mar-98 
4-Mar-98 

10-Mar-98 
10-Mar-98 
4-Mar-98 

10-Mar-98 
10-Mar-98 
4-Mar-98 

30-Mar-98 
4-Mar-98 

10-Mar-98 
10-Mar-98 
4-Mar-98 

24-Mar-98 
4-Mar-98 

30-Mar-98 
4-Mar-98 

10-Mar-98 
10-Mar-98 

24-Fe b-98 

27-Fe b-98 
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Waste Generated in Building 123 
Since Sept. 1, 1997 

Container Staging 

Container Movement 
Cntnr Nbr Status Waste Type Gen Bldg From Bldg To Bldg Tranfer Date @ PO3252 A 

PO3255 A 

PO3258 

PO3260 

PO3275 

PO3297 

PO3298 

PO3300 

PO3301 

PO3302 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

PO3303 A 

PO3304 A 

PO3305 A 

PO3306 A 

PO3307 A 

PO3308 A 

PO3309 A 

PO3310 A 

PO3311 A 

PO3312 A 

PO3314 A 

PO3315 A 

PO3316 A 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

7 23 

551 
664 
123 
551 
664 
123 
551 
123 
551 
123 
551 
123 
551 
123 
551 
123 
55 1 
123 
551 
123 
551 
123 
551 
123 
552 
123 
55 1 
123 
551 
123 
55 1 
123 
551 
123 
551 
123 
552 
123 
55 1 
123 
551 
123 
55 1 
123 
551 
123 
551 

123 
444c 
664 
123 
444c 
664 
123 
444c 
123 
444c 
123 
444c 
123 
6646 
123 
444c 
123 
664C 
123 
664C 
123 
444c 
123 
444c 
123 
444c 
123 
444c 
123 
444c 
123 
444c 
123 
664C 
123 
664C 
123 
664C 
123 
444c 
123 
444c 
123 
4446 
123 
4446 
123 

4-Mar-98 
10-Mar-98 
10-Mar-98 
4-Mar-98 

10-Mar-98 
10-Mar-98 
6-Mar-98 

30-Mar-98 
6-Mar-98 

24-Mar-98 
6-Mar-98 

24-Mar-98 
13-Mar-98 
24-Mar-98 
13-Mar-98 
30-Mar-98 
13-Mar-98 
24-Mar-98 
13-Mar-98 
24-Mar-98 
'I 3-Mar-98 
30-Mar-98 
13-Mar-98 
30-Mar-98 
13-Mar-98 
3)0-Mar-98 
13-Mar-98 
30-Mar-98 
13-Mar-98 
30-Mar-98 
1,3-Mar-98 
30-Mar-98 
1 :3-Mar-98 
24-Mar-98 
13-Mar-98 
24-Mar-98 
13-Mar-98 
241-Mar-98 
13-Mar-98 
30-Mar-98 
13-Mar-98 
30-Mar-98 
13-Mar-98 
30-Mar-98 
13-Mar-98 
30-Mar-98 
13.-Mar-98 
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Waste Generated in Building 123 
Since Sept. 1, 1997 

Container Staging 

Container Movement 
Cntnr Nbr Status Waste Type Gen Bldg From Bldg To Bldg Tranfer Date 

PO3320 

PO3321 

PO3323 

PO3324 

PO3326 

PO3339 

PO3340 

PO3346 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

A 

PO3347 A 

PO3349 A 

W12487 S 
W12489 S 
W12490 S 

W12491 S 

W12493 S 
X01814 A 

X04825 A 

X07093 A 

X07094 A 

WEMS Report 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

LLW 

HAZ 
HAZ 
HAZ 

HAZ 

HAZ 
LLM 

LLM 

LLW 

LLW 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 

123 
123 
123 

123 

123 
123 

123 

123 

123 

123 
551 
123 
551 
123 
551 
123 
55 1 
123 
551 
123 
551 
123 
551 
123 
551 
123 
551 
123 
55 1 
123 
664 
123s 
123s 
123s 
750HAZ 
OFFSITE 
750HAZ 
123s 
750HAZ 
OFFSITE 
750HAZ 
123s 
025 
123 
123 
123s 
905 
020 
554 
123 
750HAZ 
750HAZ 
020 
123 
123s 
020 

664C 
123 
444c 
123 
444c 
123 
444c 
123 
444c 
123 
666 
123 
444c 
123 
444c 
123 
4446 
123 
444c 
123 
664 
444c 
OFFSITE 
OFFSITE 
750HAZ 
750HAZ 
OFFSITE 
OF FSlTE 
750HAZ 
750HAZ 
OF FSlTE 
OFFSITE 
OF FSITE 
123 
123 
123s 
905 
904 
554 
123 
750HM 
750HAZ 
904 
123 
123s 
750HAZ 
123 
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24-Mar-98 
23-Mar-98 
30-Mar-98 
23-Mar-98 
30-Mar-98 
23-Mar-98 
30-Mar-98 
23-Mar-98 
30-Mar-98 
23-Mar-98 
15-Apr-98 
25-Mar-98 
1 -Apr-98 

25-Mar-98 
1 -Apr-98 

25-Mar-98 
1 -Apr-98 

25-Mar-98 
1 -Apr-98 

25-Mar-98 
20-Apr-98 
20-Apr-98 
15-Dec-97 
15-Dec-97 
15-Dec-97 
16-Dec-97 
26-Mar-98 
26-Mar-98 
15-Dec-97 
16-Dec-97 
26-Mar-98 
26-Mar-98 
15-Dec-97 
8-Mar-94 

10-Oct-97 
6-NOV-97 

25-NOV-97 
25-NoV-97 
13-Dec-95 
11 -Feb-98 
10-Mar-98 
20-Apr-98 
7-May-98 

2-Dec-97 
15-Dec-97 

16-Jul-97 

16-JuI-97 
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Waste Generated in Building 123 
Since Sept. 1, 1997 

Container Movement 
Cntnr Nbr Status Waste Type Gen Bldg From Bldg To Bldg Tranfer Date 

123 123s 2-Dec-97 
123s 750HAZ 15-Dec-97 
750HAZ 750" 19-Dec-97 

X07098 A LLM 123 123 123s 2-Dec-97 
123s 750" 15-Dec-97 

554 123s 12-Dec-97 
123s 904 15-Dec-97 

X07400 A LLM 123 020 554 4-NoV-97 

tofall78 containers 
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Toxicity Characterization Leaching Procedure (TCLP) 

Sample Analysis 
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LESSONS LEARNED FOR THE 

BUILDING 123 DECOMMISSIONING PROJECT 

1.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Building 123 was razed without serious personnel injuries or environmental impact, but the project 
experienced several unknown site conditions, which impacted the budget and schedule. This 
document presents some important lessons learned which can assist Project Managers for future 
demolition projects. An executive summary of key lessons is provided below. 

1. The safety performance on the project was well managed at the start of the work with a 
slight loss in paying attention to details near the completion of field activities. Safety was 
the number one priority strongly supported by the project team and the field workers. 

Near the completion of the project, there was not enough attention paid to clean up field 
work. This resulted in a near-miss safety incident that could have lead to an injury. 

The point of emphasis is to keep safety awareness the highest priority from the start of 
any project to the successful completion of all field activities. 

The Planning Phase of the Building 123 Decommissioning Project was incomplete andor 
non-existent. 

2. 

The integrated, resource loaded, schedule was not given sufficient input and review 
from the performing organizations and not tracked sufficiently during the execution 
phase. 

The Risk Analysis and Contingency Analysis did not address all potential areas of 
change. Several key assumptions were not included in the Project Execution Plan 
(PEP). 

Changing Project Team members during the life cycle of the project was disruptive and 
affected continuity and efficiency. 

Project Planning documents were not as complete as they should have been due to 
fimited preparation time and limited access to the facility. 

Characterization of Building 123 was not allocated sufficient time and budget, which 
resulted in an incomplete reconnaissance survey and report of the building hazards and 
contamination. 

3. 

Access to the facility was limited which restricted the accuracy and completeness of 
the surveys. 

The building was occupied during reconnaissance characterization work. 

Limited intrusive sampling was allowed for (lead (Pb), asbestos, Polychlorinated 
Biphenyls (PCBs), etc.) since the building was occupied. 

0 The characterization report was not updated to include new information on hazards 
and contamination, as the information became available. 

There was not a formal facility transitionhumover performed. 

0 

4. 

There was not a transition plan developed to turn over the facility. 

I 

/ 
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I 

There was not a walkdown/inspection conducted between the exiting tenants and the 
new facility manager with a Memorandum of Understanding written and signed by the 
two parties. 

The decommissioning Project Team accepted the facility without full knowledge of the 
condition of the building. 

The building utility systems that were reported as working were in fact not working. 
Several maintenance tasks were necessary to complete deactivation. - 

The facility was not secured to prevent unexpected ”drop o f f  of excess materials and 
chemicals. 

0 

5. Execution of the field work was complicated for the following reasons: 

There were three separate subcontracts awarded to support the schedule, making the 
management and integration of the two subcontractors complicated and confusing. 

There were numerous unexpected schedule impacts such as: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

Abandoned duct with perchloric acid, 
Asbestos insulation found in concrete block wall, 
Increased volume of low level asbestos due to additional contamination found, 
Unknown substances in the scrubbers, process ducts and process waste lines, 

- Additional radiological contamination in Room 1 11 which required scabbling an 
additional 140 square feet; and a “room within a room” (in Room 135) which was 
constructed of asbestos-containing material (ACM). @ 

6. Numerous changing radiological requirements caused the project to experience schedule 
delays and rework. 

Field supervision was not consistent as the Foreman was changed daily during the 
initial startup. 

There was confusion between what US. Department of Energy (DOE), Radiological 
Engineering (RE) wanted and needed and what the Project Team Radiological 
Operations (RO) was performing and delivering. 

Data was not being collected consistently nor managed and tracked effectively. 

Final radiological surveys had to be much more detailed than planned. The final report 
changed from Class Ill (lo%, no grids) Radiation Survey requirements to Class I (loo%, 
one meter grids) due to additional contamination found. 

* 

.. 

7. 

Unexpected isotopes found required the work to be suspended until the contamination 
was characterized. 



LESSONS LEARNED 
FOR THE BUlLDlNG 123 
DECOMMISSIONING PROJECT 

2.0 INTRODUCTION AND PROJECT SCOPE 

The purpose of this report is to summarize Lessons Learned from the Building 123 
Decommissioning Project. 

Building 123 was constructed in 1953 and was used as an analytical laboratory, dosimetry and 
instrument calibration facility. The building also was used for medical research, storage for all 
radiological health records, office space for radiation health specialists, and a laboratory for 
calibration of criticality alarms. 

The decommissioning of Building 123 was done according to the Proposed Action Memorandum 
for the Decommissioning of Building 123 (PAM), Revision 6, dated March 26, 1998. The PAM 
provides a detailed description of the decommissioning tasks for Buildings 11 3, 114, 123, and 
123s. These tasks included decontamination of radiologically contaminated facility systems, 
partial closure of Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Unit 40, and characterization 
of Individual Hazardous Substance Sites (IHSS) 121 and 148. 

Decommissioning of Buildings 113, 114, 123, and 123s was conducted in several phases. A 
description of each major task is provided below: 

Revision 0, Page 3 of IO 
Date Effective: 8/31 /98 

I 

I 

Relocation of building tenants, and removal of furniture, equipment, and excess 
chemicals. 

Characterization for hazards and potential contamination. The Reconnaissance Level 
Characterization Report for Building 123 (RLCR) (October 1997) identifies the type, 
quantity, condition, and location of both confirmed and potential sources of radioactive 
and hazardous substances which were present in Building 123. 

Strip-out of equipment and building materials, which were contaminated with 
radioactivity, hazardous wastes, and hazardous materials. This included asbestos 
abatement, closure of the components of RCRA Unit 40 in Building 123, and 
disconnection of utilities. 

0 Completion of final radiological surveys and approval by DOE. 

Demolition of Buildings 113, 114, 123, and 123s. 

Characterization of IHSS 121 and 148 in accordance with the Soil Sampling and 
Analysis Plan to Characterize lndividual Hazardous Substance Sites (IHSEJ 121 and 
148 at Building 123. 

A project-specific Health and Safety Plan (HASP) was prepared outlining the overall safety 
strategy for the decommissioning effort. Attention to safety was given highest priority and the 
project was completed with an excellent safety record. 

All waste generated during decommissioning of Buildings 1 13, 1 14, 123, and 123s was handled in 
accordance with the project Waste Management Plan (WMP) and applicable site procedures. A 
full-time Environmental CoordinatorhVaste Management Specialist supervised all waste 
characterization, packaging, shipment, and documentation. All low-level, hazardous, and mixed 
waste was packaged and staged appropriately, and was tracked in the Waste and 
Environmental Management System (WEMS). 
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An Environmental Readiness Evaluation (ERE) was conducted by Kaiser-Hill, L.L.C. (K-H) and 
DOE. The ERE team phased the assessment to match the three key phases of the project: 

6 Building strip-out 

Asbestos abatement 
Demolition 
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3.0 LESSONS LEARNED - AREAS OF SUCCESS 

The Project Team(s): 

0 bservation : 

Did an effective job in managing the site’s activities and overseeing safety. Project personnel 
exhibited a positive awareness towards safety. 

Enhancement: 

Maintain a high awareness of safety and reinforce safe work practices up to and including the 
conclusion of subcontractor demobilization. 

Observation: 

Developed and maintained an open line of communication with the state regulatofy agencies. 
Copies of approval documents were faxed directly to the K-H Project Manager’s (PM) office from 
the state personnel. 

Enhancement: 

Keep customers and stakeholders informed (e.g., DOE and Colorado Department of Public Health 
and Environment [CDPHaE]) of project plans. Maintain a Correspondence / Document 
Transmittal Log throughout the project, listing all items delivered and received directly from 
regulatory agencies. 

Observation: 

Ensured that RE representation was included in the Project Team meetings during the planning 
and scheduling of the project. 

Enhancement: 

Maintain a RE and RO presence on the jobsite throughout planning and during field activities. 

Observation: 

The Project RE group chose to use the Multi-Agency Radiation Site Survey and Investigation 
Manual (MARSSIM) as the basis for the final radiation survey plan. At the time of the decision, 
this was a draft document. MARSSIM is now final and will soon be the guidance document used 
onsite. 

Enhancement: 

Continue training plant personnel on MARSSIM and the requirements of this document. 

Observation: 

Contracted an independent Subcontractor to review the Perchloric Acid Hoods and Duct Removal 
Procedure (see Attachment 2). The input received from the expert was used to modify the 
procedure to enhance safety. Additional tasks were incorporated to improve safety during the 
work. 
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Enhancement: 

Use third party Subject Matter Experts (SMEs), to independently review work tasks that are not 
considered routine. 

Observation : 

Performed several inspections of the facility early in the planning phase with support 
organizations such as Plant Power, Utilities, and Property Utilization and Disposal-(PU&D). 

Enhancement: 

Continue to perform inspections of a facility during the planning and characterization and during 
the execution phase of a project. 

0 bservat ion : 

Setup a detailed charging matrix using suffixes to capture and categorize costs for future use 
when reviewing total costs for specific tasks. 

Enhancement: 

Set aside separate charge numbers for separate tasks or phases of the project to keep costs 
distinct, not just to suffixes. 

Observation: 

Used an Accountability Board, and Sign-In Log to control the project site. This helped ensure the 
safety of those working in and around the buildings. A training matrix was also used in 
conjunction with the Sign-In Log to ensure that people entering the site were either trained or 
properly escorted. 

Enhancement: 
1 

Ask for input from Security to control access to the site. 

Observation: 

Ensured that a Plan of the Day (POD) was used to plan, schedule, and prepare for future work. 
This POD assisted in having the IockouVtagout (tono) work performed without delay, and 
having resources in place when needed preventing additional delays. 

I .  Enhancement: 

Keep the POD short and concise. Team members need to update the status only, and not go 
into specific detail unless warranted. The POD needs to take no more than 20 minutes. 

0 bservation: 

Responded expeditiously in support of changes to contract documents. There were very few 
delays as a result of needed changes to procedures, Construction Field Change (CFC) Notices, 
and Engineering Change Requests (ECRs). 

Enhancement: 

Distribute the Document Tracking Logs (e.g., ECR Logs, CFC Logs) to the Project Team 
members for their use and information. 
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Observation: I 

Assigned one person to manage the requests of the ERE Team. This helped to expedite and to 
organize the review. The Project Team was very flexible in supplying additional documents 
when asked. 

I 

Enhancement: 

Concentrate on the priority of ERE requirements and deliver documents that need-review as soon 
as possible. Include an ERE team member in reviewing documents as they are being prepared. 

0 bservat ion: 

Utilized a State Certified Health Specialist to perform daily visual inspections of asbestos 
abatement and to manage the clearance air monitoring. This action helped the Asbestos 
Abatement Contractor and the Strip-Out Contractor to work without delays and to ensure 
compliance with State and Federal Asbestos Abatement Regulations. 

Enhancement: 

Housekeeping and inspections can always be improved. The use of a Friday clean-up day, for 
example, keeps the site safe and enhances performance. 

Observation: 

Ensured that there was never a decision to proceed with a work task if there were any 
unanswered questions concerning an activity. Several times work was stopped where there 
was a safety question, and work was not restarted until all parties were in agreement with the 
resolution of the issue; even if it impacted the schedule. 

Enhancement: 

Always utilize craft, and/or other direct workers to participate in the work planning, safety 
planning, and development of corrective actions. 

Observation: 

Workers were invited and participated in manager meetings to discuss upcoming work tasks. In 
two cases, Union representatives suggested actions that eliminated work tasks, reduced 
exposure to work hazards, and saved the project time and budget. 

- 

Enhancement: 

Again, craft personnel are paramount in planning work tasks. 

Observation: 

The first topic of each POD meeting was safety. The team discussed the tasks to be worked for 
the day, and reviewed the tasks planned for the next two to three days. A lessons learned topic 
from another facility that pertained to the project was presented and discussed. 

Enhancement: 

Safety is the site’s number one priority. Practice safe work ethics, and do not compromise. 
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Observation:  

The Project Team worked closely with the Shift Superintendent in making plant announcements 
concerning vehicle and pedestrian traffic. There were no instances of problems due to closing 
down sidewalks and roads. 

Enhancement: 

Keep support departments and supporting organizations informed of the project status. Ask for 
support as early as possible to minimize project impacts. 

Observation:  

Reacted assertively in managing unknown site conditions, and controlling work situations that 
could have impacted worker safety. 

Enhancement: 

Do not assume that all bases are covered. Assume that there will continually be unanswered 
questions needing to be dispositioned. 
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4.0 

4.1 SAFETY - LESSONS LEARNED 

LESSONS LEARNED - A R E A S  OF IMPROVEMENT 
I e 

Safety should be the number one priority for every project performed at Rocky Flats 
Environmental Technology Site (RFETS). Just saying the words “be safe” is not enough. 
Project team members and workers can sense that safety is paramount by the actions taken by 
the project managing personnel, 

Safety is never to be compromised during a project regardless of pressures such as meeting a 
tight schedule, costs control, and the completing of field work leading to subcontractor 
demobilization. 

4.2 PLANNING - LESSONS LEARNED 

Initial planning can make or break a project schedule and budget. 

Invest the time and budget needed in order to deliver a complete and concise project plan. The 
investment will pay greater dividends as the project passes through the life cycle to close-out. 

Perform a risk assessment / needs analysis prior to completing the project planning document. 

4.3 CHARACTERIZATION - LESSONS LEARNED 

Project Characterization must be clearly defined, investigated, concise, and complete before the 
final project budget and schedule are established. 

If a project is unable to complete the needed surveys for characterization because of limited 
access, or due to other mitigating circumstances, clearly state the limitations and assumptions in * the project planning documents. 

4.4 FACILITY TRANSITION - LESSONS LEARNED 

During the facility transition and dispositioning of equipment, project expectations must be clearly 
established and formally agreed to. 

The RFETS policy for the transitioning and dispositioning of a facility and all associated capital 
equipment needs to be included in the plans for the decommissioning activities. 

- 
4.5 PROJECT EXECUTION - LESSONS LEARNED 

Roles, responsibilities, levels of authority, chain of command, and signatory status must be 
clearly defined and enforced throughout the execution phase of a project. 

Accountability, reporting, and overall management of a project is to reside with a single individual, 
the PM. 
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A.l  General e Observation: 

The Project Team was pushed to work extended hours in an attempt to meet scheduled 
milestones and deadlines. This caused problems such as poor decision-making, missed 
assignments, and could have ultimately lead to a safety incident. 

Enhancement : 

The safety record for the project was very good. It should not be a recommended practice to 
work extended hours for long periods of time. 

Observation: 

Near the completion of the project, there appeared to be instances where safety awareness was 
not at the same level. This caused a questionable situation regarding safety being the number 
one priority for the project. 

Enhancement: 

Do not minimize any issue or incident during project execution, especially during the finaktages, 
including demobilization. Review tasks scheduled to work at the POD and identify all potential 
hazards. Place particular emphasis on safety at the end of the project when people have a 
tendency to rush to complete the work. 

Observation: 

Project personnel were observed without the proper personal protective equipment. They 
entered the fenced-in work area and had to be directed out of the construction zone. There could 
have been an accident due to inadequate controls of the site. This was preventable. 

Enhancement: 

Signage can always be improved that clearly designates restricted areas. Warning signs can be 
placed along the path around and leading to a site that notifies the general population of what 
routes are closed and locations of detours. 

Observation: 

Risk analysis for the project was not sufficiently detailed. For example, various project 
documents included general contingency plans; however these were not enough to promptly 
manage unknown encountered in the field. As a result, the project experienced schedule delays 
and cost growth. 

Enhancement: 

I 

I 

Invest the time and money during the planning and characterization phase of a project to perform 
a risk analysis that the Project Team accepts as being complete and adequate so that action 
plans can be written. 
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Observation: 

The project did not perform an adequate risk analysidcontingency analysis to allocate resources 
for unknown and changed site conditions. The project did not adequately plan for surprises 
(exterior and interior building contamination; lead paint: hidden heating, ventilation, and air 
conditioning; ducting contaminated with perchloric acid; unknown hazardous wastes; and the 
complexity of the perchloric hood disassembly). 

Enhancement: 

Develop a contingency plan and budget, which can help manage unknowns until detailed 
characterization is complete. Have the schedule and budget reflect the risks associated with the 
unknowns. Update the plan through the life of the project. 

The plan should outline a remedial action for various situations, which may be encountered. 
This allows the worker to remediate the problem without having to shut down work. 

Observation : 

- 

The Project Team had a high rate of turnover and the team did not include adequate 
representation of critical departments in the early planning phases. The Project Manager (PM) 
position was held by several different people. Each change shifted the culture of the project 
enough to cause repetition and/or rework of some tasks. Personnel were reassigned to.other 
projects because there were not adequate, qualified staff to support this project and other 
concurrent projects. 

Enhancements: 

The core members of the team need to remain with the project through completion. The efficiency 
of the project will be enhanced if team members are knowledgeable of the history, the original 
scope, and are involved in decisions from beginning to completion. Implement a strong matrix of 
project support personnel to ensure consistency. 

Representatives from all support groups need to be included in the early planning phases. Keep 
track of meeting attendance and note what areas are not being supported. Document what areas 
need additional support, coverage, then formally request support from the specific department. 
Project personnel need to be briefed on the policies, procedures and work parameters required to 
provide a finished product, in writing, prior to estimating scope of work. 

Include participation from the facility operations personnel into the planning and scheduling. 
Include the landlorddtenants in developing the schedule for relocation and facility transfer before 
they leave the area or are reassigned. 

Include an RO Foreman on the Project Team, The foreman's duties need to include the identifying 
and assigning of responsibility for tracking the type, number and condition of instruments, the 
training of individuals assigned to the project working radiological issues, and the 
productivity/schedule of the work to be completed. Dedicated Radiological Control Technicians 
(RCTs) needs to be assigned to the project throughout the execution stage. 

The Project Team needs to participate in the development and review of all significant project 
documents so that all documents are consistent, and that everyone understands the scope of 
each document. This will help to ensure documents are consistent with the project plan. 
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Prepare and maintain a list of project personnel. Include their phone number/pager/radio numbers, 
and responsibility. Keep this up-to-date throughout the life cycle of the project. Use staff 
augmentation from off-site, if temporary support or services are required. Identify and define roles 
and responsibilities for each team member and maintain an action items list from the weekly project 
meetings. 

Observation: 

The RLCR was not completed in sufficient detail. There was an unrealistic schedule placed on 
completing the report. This was compounded by the fact that the facility was still in operation at 
the time of the survey, limiting access to many areas, and making it difficult to collect destructive 
samples. This caused the project to encounter numerous unknown site conditions, which 
impacted the schedule and budget. 

Enhancement: 

Schedule adequate time to ensure proper characterization. This will reduce the number of 
unexpected surprises that are inherent to building decommissioning. The more complete the 
characterization, the more accurately the schedule and budget can be prepared. Finish the 
characterization report after facility transfer to Decontamination & Decommissioning (D&D) is 
complete. Allow the sampling team to take intrusive samples of the entire facility, if required. 

Observation: 

The project did not have a detailed, guidance plan for the characterization activities. This caused 
the Project Team to write and manage several similar documents, increasing the time and money 
needed to complete these tasks. There was also confusion and disagreement on how to 
implement various quality requirements for sampling and analysis. 

Enhancement: 

I 

Issue one subcontract for the entire scope of the project. Develop a Fixed Price, Turn-Key 
Statement of Work. Dividing a project into phases needs to be carefully considered. Phases 
may not be distinct enough to avoid complicated sequencing problems (and additional costs) 
which can occur with multiple subcontractors. 

0 bservat ion : 

The asbestos abatement subcontract for Building 123 was combined with an abatement project 
in another facility. This created unnecessary complications in preparation of deliverabtes, 
requests for payment, fulfilling training requirements, and adapting to schedule changes since the 
two facilities had completely different bid documents, scopes, radiological conditions and project 
constraints. This situation caused the project to experience schedule delays because the 
Subcontractor did not have the trained resources to support both projects. 

Enhancement: 

Project subcontractors need to be separate from any other subcontracts or projects to avoid 
conflict and competition for resources. Each contract needs to be enforced individually and the 
responsibility to support a project is the Subcontractor’s. 

0 bservation: 

The project did not have a detailed, guidance plan for the characterization activities. 
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Enhancements: 

Identify what sampling operations are subject to sampling analysis requirements, which ones 
need only identify Data Quality Objectives (DQOs) and which ones follow prescribed 
processes (e.g., asbestos and radiological characterization). Generate Rocky Flats Cleanup 
Agreement (RFCA) Standard Operation Protocols or at least detailed guidance covering standard 
characterization operations regarding D&D operations (asbestos characterization, Beryllium, 
PCBs, lead paint, lead paint characterization, etc.) to ensure defensible sample results. Include 
contingency tasks in the plan if unknowns are encountered. A standard format for-building 
characterization, retention and management of records, DQOs, etc. is needed. 

EWQuality Assurance (QA) personnel need to develop guidance documents on DQOs for 
characterization on projects and on a standard format for Sampling and Analysis Plans (SAPS). 

0 bservation: 

The project did not coordinate with the Analytical Services Division (ASD) regarding the type, 
quantity, sample analysis, and analysis turn-around time of samples collected for the project. 
ASD was not prepared to analyze the types of samples being collected for characterization. For 
example, on-site labs would not accept concrete core samples of the building slab because they 
had no way to prepare the samples (grind them) for analysis. This caused significant schedule 
delays in the field, waiting for lab results. 

Enhancement: 

Involve the ASD in developing the sampling documents so that the labs are prepared to handle 
the sample media and analytical requirements of the project. All necessary sampling techniques 
and required turn-around times must be clearly identified in the sampling plan and integrated into 
the project schedule. 

' 

Observation: 

The characterization reports did not include all assumptions and did not identify areas, which were 
not accessible at the time of the inspection. This caused the project to spend unplanned 
resources to experience schedule delays, and contributed to the unforeseen site condition 
problem. 

Enhancement: 

Ensure characterization reports, and all other project reports, clearly state all assumptions and 
limitations regarding sampling activities. 

Observation: 

The Project Team was not allowed to collect destructive samples during the RLCR survey due to 
operation of the laboratories in the facility. This caused the RLCR to be incomplete and not reflect 
accurately what hazards there were within the facility. The incomplete RLCR caused the project 
to experience numerous schedule delays and cost impacts. 

Enhancement: 

Plan for and schedule destructive sampling techniques in the facility during the characterization 
phase of the project. If unable to do so, clearly state the limitations and assumptions in the 
project planning document. 
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Observation: I 

Paint samples were not originally analyzed for PCBs because historical information presented 
suggested there were none. However, after the paint sampling and analysis was complete, 
other DOE facilities reported that PCBs had been encountered in the paint. Since the presence 
of PCBs could greatly impact waste disposal, it was decided that this analysis must be 
completed. Recovering the samples for subsequent PCB analysis cost additional time and 
expense. 

Enhancement: 

Paint samples need to be analyzed for PCBs as well as lead and heavy metals during the initial 
characterization phase. Do not assume no hazards exist. Spend the money up front to ensure 
that the information used to plan a project is as accurate and complete as possible. Plan and 
schedule for the analytical data needed to decommission a facility. 

Observations: 

There were several people directing work in the field, which led to confusion, and conflicting 
direction in some instances. Some team members had numerous people directing their work. For 
example, the Asbestos Abatement Subcontractor had to answer to both the Strip-OuVDemolition 
Subcontractor and to the Owner's Representative. 
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' 

There was also some inconsistency in personnel who were responsible for maintaining the 
Integrated Work Control Program (IWCP) package, and as a result, it was not always updated as 
required. 

Enhancements: 

Designate one person an Owner's Representative such as the Construction Manager to direct 
work and approve changes in the field. This person must coordinate the proper reviews of 
changes and modifications. 

e 
Individuals need to be identified that are authorized to make changes to the IWCP package. 
Only those individuals are authorized to make the corrections needed. 

0 bservat ion : 

Housekeeping could have been improved. Housekeeping is extremely important when a facility 
has contaminants such as asbestos or lead. The result of poor housekeeping can become a 
safety problem and/or lead to other work issues. 

Enhancement: 

Clearly define in all subcontracts who is responsible for site housekeeping with standards and 
frequencies. 

Observation: 

Project personnel were not consistently trained to meet requirements of supporting work for the 
project. This resulted in delays to fieldwork and unplanned costs. Personnel, who were trained, 
worked extended hours to support field activities leading to undue stress and fatigue. 
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Enhancements: 

Determine the required training for project personnel during the planning phase. Develop a 
training matrix for all project personnel (Owner’s Representatives, Subcontractors, and visitors) 
depending upon their duties. 
Thoroughly review training requirements in the bid documents for the Subcontractor prior to 
issuance of the subcontract. 
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Clearly state that it is the Subcontractor’s responsibility to support the project with-trained 
personnel. 

Make the Subcontractor responsible for the cost of training all of their own personnel, and for 
training as many people as necessary to complete the task. Make sure it is clearly stated in the 
Bid Document that the Subcontractor is responsible for the cost of training any new employees 
and for retraining employees that do not pass training courses. 

Observation: 

The project experienced delays waiting for a Lon0 Administrator and Verifier. 

Enhancement: 

The Facility Representative needs to provide a Lon0 Administrator and Verifier. During active 
strip-out activities, a full time L O R 0  Administrator and Verifier must be available until the utilities 
are disconnected. 

Observation: 

The deactivation of the fire sprinkler system was delayed as a strip-out activity, which required 
extended freeze protection measures. 

0 
Enhancements: 

The fire sprinkler system should be deactivated as soon as possible to decrease costs for 
maintenance and freeze protection. 

Several lessons learned have been prepared for freeze protection by other projects. These are 
summarized below: 

Physical and operational changes to facilities and systems resulting from deactivation 
activities and process changes can cause increased vulnerability to freezes. When 
deactivation and other configuration changes occur, building specific freeze protection 
programs, room areas, and systems must be reviewed to ensure that appropriate 
measures are taken to prevent freezing of equipment and systems due to the changed 
configuration. 

Out-of-service/out-of-commission liquid containing systems must be thoroughly drained to 
prevent freezing. 

Personnel directly involved in or overseeing D&D and closure activities such as engineers, 
engineering managers, D&D supervisors, construction managers, and building operations 
personnel, need to be informed and aware of the role they plan in freeze protection. 
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A.2 Project Execution Plan (PEP) 

0 bservations: 

The project did not have an adequate characterization of the building prior to preparing the PEP 
and other project-specific documents. This caused the project to experience numerous scope 
changes, schedule delays, and work stoppages. 

The PEP (budget, schedule, and assumptions) and several other project-specific documents 
were developed prior to characterization being completed and it was assumed that there was little 
contamination in the building. As a result, the PEP did not establish realistic schedules and 
budgets for the project. The PEP was also developed prior to finalization of the final Radiological 
Survey Plan and therefore, did not include all of the budget and schedule needed to complete this 
effort. 

Enhancements: 

The PEP should be a dynamic, living document, which is revised to reflect developing project 
knowledge. At a minimum, develop one PEP for the preliminary characterization stages of the 
project; and a second, more detailed, PEP based on the results of the characterization for the 
execution of work. 

Complete the building transition from tenant use to decommissioning status. After the building is 
empty, then the reconnaissance surveykharacterization work can be completed. After the facility 
characterization is completed, then plan, estimate and schedule the project. This allows the 
Project Team to have accurate data available to complete project planning. 

Observation: 

The PEP did not adequately list assumptions which supported the schedule and budget. As a 
result. the schedule and budaet did not reflect the unknowns and risks associated with the Droiect 

a 
* .  

causing schedule delays andvcost control problems. 

Enhancement: 

Ensure the PEP and all other project documents clearly state all assumptions identified in a risk 
and needs analysis. Do not assume that the information is known. If it is not written down, it 
does not exist. 

0 bservation: - 
The Davis-Bacon determination was completed too early in the planning stage of the project and 
prior to any building characterization. It was assumed that the building had little to no radiological 
contamination, and many other contaminants had not been identified at that time. This caused the 
Project Team to divide the work and led to two separate contracts for decontamination work. 

Enhancement: 

I 

I 

The Davis-Bacon determination needs to be made after facility characterization, is complete so 
that work forces used (either "Davis-Bacon covered" or "non-covered) are qualified to handle the 
scope of work. 
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A.3 Project Controls 

Observation: 

Costs for work activities and support groups were not tracked in a manner that accurately 
captured where costs were incurred. The plan to use various suffixes with one charge number to 
separate and track costs could not be used effectively when a new site accounting system was 
implemented midway through the project. Identifying incurred costs for specific tasks has been 
difficult and inaccurate. 

Enhancement: 

Organize the Work Breakdown Structure (WBS) to have separate charge numbers (not just a 
suffix) for cost collection and tracking of specific tasks. Include this information in the PEP. 

Observation: 

The project schedule was not maintained at the level needed through project completion. As a 
result, reporting and tracking performance status was inefficient. 

Enhancement: 

Develop and maintain a detailed, integrated, resource located project schedule, identifying the 
critical path. The schedule should be updated weekly, at a minimum, and summarized to the 
WBS level (for integration with accounting). 

Observation: 

a The site does not have an adequate method to track D&D costs. The Project Team developed 
their own system that was not consistent with other projects. Historical baseline information 
would help in the development of better cost and schedule estimates. 

Enhancements: 

Track and categorize cost data to be utilized in estimating future D&D costs. Significant data to 
capture are listed below: 

Actual work that took place versus the original scope of work contracted. 

Actual costs incurred b the subcontractor to perform the work (such as: removal of 
hoods, RCRA closure Y lusting, removal of process waste lines, etc.). 

Sampling and analytical costs. 

Time and resources necessary to prepare each project document. 

Observation: 

Procurement activities (payments, change orders, charge card expenses) were not coordinated 
with the Project Controls personnel, which resulted in unexpected vendor charges being incurred 
each month. 
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Enhancements: 

All procurement activities need to be coordinated with the Project Controls personnel. Individual 
subcontracts need to be tracked monthly and coordinated with Project Controls (to include contract 
value, payments/accruals, and modifications pending). A schedule of values should be 
developed by the Subcontractor and reviewed and approved monthly by the PM, 
Subcontractor, and the Project Team Controller. PMs should be updated weekly on project 
status. Review Requests for Payment each month. 

Project costs should be controlled by one single Point-of-Contact (POC), the PM,-who is also the 
Contract Technical Representative. 

A.4 Environmental Readiness Evaluation (ERE) 

Observations: 

After the project planning was complete, it was directed by DOE, that the project would be 
subject to a pilot audit program called an Environmental Readiness Review. 

Since the ERE was a pilot program, it was not a planned process. In addition, implementation of 
the ERE was not taken into account in the initial project plan and schedule. There was no 
procedure or document which outlined the ERE process, and as a result, there was little. 
consistency in the evaluations during different phases of the project. Review techniques used 
by various ERE personnel were inconsistent which caused schedule delays. The Project Team 
delayed the ERE team in their review by not having completed documents. 
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Enhancements: 

The K-H/DOE ERE process must be proceduralized. An outline checklist of the ERE review 
requirements should be developed so that the Project Team can plan, schedule and budget 
appropriately. 

Include the ERE representative during the planning phase of the project and have that individual 
assist the project team in completing the review information prior to delivery to the ERE team. 

Projects that will be subject to an ERE must be notified prior to preparation of the PEP, to ensure 
schedules and budgets have time for reviews, approvals, and hold points. 

1 

A.5 

0 bservation : 

Engineeringhtegrated Work Control Program (IWCP) 
. -  

The responsibilities of project personnel and Subcontractors were not definitized. As a result, 
there was some confusion about who was responsible for completing certain tasks such as 
maintaining the IWCP, directing work at the site, and authorizing various day-to-day changes 
which caused schedule delays in the field. 

Enhancement : 

I 

I 

Responsibilities of project personnel and subcontract personnel must be clearly defined in the 
Division 1 Specifications of the bid documents. 
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0 bservation : 

The project encountered several unforeseen site conditions. This was primarily due to a limited 
characterization report, poor as-built documentation for the facility, and limited access to the facility 
before writing the Bid Documents because the facility tenants were still occupying the building. 
This caused the project to experience several change orders and work delays. 
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Enhancement: 

Plan, schedule, and invest the time needed in detailed engineering walkdowns as'soon as the 
facility is unoccupied, and during the planning/engineering phase so it is not necessary to rely on 
the as-built drawings for above ground structures and systems. Update the project 
documentation as new information is made available, and continue to perform investigative 
walkdowns as new areas are made accessible. 

Observation: 

Several engineering change orders were prepared to provide temporary electrical power for 
construction trailers, which delayed mobilization of the Subcontractor. 

Enhancement: 

Either design and schedule temporary electrical power and telephone for the Subcontractor to be 
installed before the Subcontractor mobilizes or make the Subcontractor completely responsible for 
all their own temporary power and communications using generators and cell phones. Identify the 
number of trailers that will be allowed on the project site and designate the location of placement in 
the Division 1 Specifications of the Bid Documents. 

A.6 Subcontracts 

Observation: 

The project did not make provisions for lost time due to weather and other delays, at no fault of 
the Subcontractor. As a result, the owner paid for these delays. The budget did not have a 
contingency fund to pay for this cost. 

Enhancement: 

Specify a set number of lost time hours caused by the owner, and add this to the performance 
period in the subcontract. Schedule for weather delays. Specify that time lost and costs due to 
weather are not the responsibility of the Owner, but are the responsibility of the Subcontractor. 

Observation: 

The Asbestos Abatement Subcontractor consistently charged for extra consumables on change 
orders at various rates. There was no incentive for them to shop for low prices on these items in 
the subcontract, which caused a cost impact on the project budget. 

Enhancement: 

Clearly define how consumables are charged for in change orders. Limitations for these costs (a 
fixed unit rate) should be established in the Subcontract. When an unforeseen change occurs, 
the Subcontractor can turn in a "not to exceed" estimate for the work based on these costs. A 
CFC can still be used to expedite the work, but the Subcontractor would be responsible for the 
bid. Update the General Conditions of the Bid Documents requestina that Subcontractors 
provide specific unit rate costs for the specified items. 
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Observation: 

During a cost audit conducted by the DOE Reality Officer, it was not clear what actual economic 
benefit there was for the recovery of recyclables. 

Enhancement: 

Specifically identify in the bid documents that two bid prices are to be submitted for recyclable 
materials. One bid where the Subcontractor does not recover recyclable material. The second 
bid where the Subcontractor does recover as much recyclable material that they deem is 
economically beneficial. The second bid price should reflect the recycling credit. 

Observation: 

Three subcontracts were issued for this project: one for strip-out, asbestos abatement, and 
demolition. However, a significant amount of work conducted under the subcontracts occurred 
simultaneously. Coordination between the different parities was difficult and interferences 
occurred which led to work stoppage and confusion of roles and responsibilities. 
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Enhancement: 

Issue one subcontract for the entire scope of the project. Issue a Fixed Price, Turn-Key. 
Subcontract. Dividing a project into phases needs to be carefully considered. Phases may not 
be distinct enough to avoid complicated sequencing problems (and additional costs) which can 
occur with multiple subcontractors. 

Observation: 

The asbestos abatement subcontract for Building 123 was combined with an abatement project 
in another facility. This created unnecessary complications in preparation of deliverables, 
requests for payment, fulfilling training requirements, and adapting to schedule changes since the 
two facilities had completely different bid documents, scopes, radiological conditions, and project 
constraints. This situation resulted in schedule delays because the Subcontractor did not have 
the trained resources to support both projects. In addition, the Subcontractor prepared 
submittals, which were fragmented between the two projects. Submittal reviews and requests 
for payment reviews were complex and many documents had to be redone. 

Enhancement: 

Project subcontracts need to be separate from other subcontracts or projects to avoid conflict and 
competition for resources. Each contract should be managed individually. Then the responsibility 
to support a project is clearly the Subcontractors. 

A.7 Project Documents 

Observation: 

I 

The decision document did not include early involvement with the Environmental Restoration, 
Compliance, and Legal departments. Final preparation and review of the document did not 
include a sign-off sheet verifying that the decision document was complete. This caused the 
document to be revisedupdated four times by project completion. 

Enhancement: 

Include the above mentioned groups in the planning phase of a project and have the groups 
listed as reviewing and signatory parties for the final document. e' 
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0 bservat io  n : 

Requirements of the Comprehensive Environmental Response and Liability Act (CERCLA) 
administrative process were not clearly identified during the planning stage of the project. As a 
result, CERCLA Administrative Records (AR) were not adequately maintained and controlled at 
the beginning of the project. 

Enhancements: 

Determine the CERCLA administrative requirements during preparation of the decision document. 
Assign one team member the responsibility for tracking records prepared for the project and 
ensuring that the records are maintained and controlled as required. Maintain a log showing the 
status of documents prepared, which will be forwarded to the AR, and identify who is responsible 
for each document. 

Train the team members on the requirements for developing and maintaining controlled documents 
and administrative records at the beginning of the project. 

0 bservation: 

The PAM, SAP and RCRA Closure Plan were revised several times. Some revisions were 
necessary due to changes in the project scope. Several revisions were necessary to incorporate 
untimely comments on documents, which had been finalized. As a result, a significant amount of 
the team's time and effort was focused on rewriting these project documents, additional 
commentlresolution, obtaining approvals, etc. rather then focusing on supporting field activities. 

Enhancements: 

Establish a single POC for departments reviewing documents such as Site Operations, Site 
Compliance, DOURFFO, Environmental Compliance, etc. These POCs should consolidate 
comments from their organization and be responsible for submitting a single set of comments to 
the document author. If a review by a legal representative is necessary, again, a single POC for 
Legal (K-H, DOE, and Rocky Mountain Remediation Services, L.L.C. [RMRS]) also needs to be 
identified. Multiple reviews by different attorneys ensures multiple, and at times, conflicting 
direction. 

Procedures for commenting on controlled documents must be observed by all reviewers since 
comments and their resolution must be tracked and archived. 

Include time for reviews and signatures in the schedule. Receive all requests, direction, and 
comments on the project documents in writing. Obtain concurrence on review times before 
completing the project schedule. 

Observation: 

The project had to prepare several project documents that were not originally included in the 
schedule or budget, such as the Concrete Sampling and Analysis Plan, and the project-specific 
HASP. Again, field support personnel had to limit their time on the jobsite, to write, revise, and 
complete the additional documents. 

Enhancement: 

Provide the Project Team with a listing, checklist, and schedule of all documents required for the 
successful completion of the project. Determine document requirements during the initial planning 
of a project. 
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0 bservation: 

The Decision Document (PAM) for Building 123 originally included IHSS characterization. 
However, this characterization was not adequately planned or funded to meet the characterization 
requirements for determination of a CERCLA remediation plan. This resulted in confusion in the 
project commitments and the requirements detailed in the PAM. The IHSS SAP underwent 
significant revisions to clarify the actual characterization scope of the D&D project. Additional 
monies were expended to correct the confusion, and to ensure that the documents were 
consistent. 
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Enhancement: 

Bound the scope of O&D projects to removal of buildings and ensure that the RFCA documents 
(the PAM in this case) match this scope. IHSS characterization and remediation needs to be 
managed by the ER Department to ensure that these tasks meet all regulatory and permit 
requirements. Take the time needed to write reviews, and complete project documents that 
identify and control project work. 

0 bservation: 

Almost 20 documents (plans and reports) were prepared for the Building 123 project. Many of 
these documents discussed similar topics (i.e., building description and history, health and safety, 
building hazards, the main project scope, etc.). The accuracy of the information began to change 
when repeated and summarized in slightly different forms several times. This cost the project 
additional time and money to manage these documents. 

Enhancements: 

When preparing the project documents, avoid repeating similar information in each document. 
Keep the documents as brief and concise as possible, and refer to a master project document 
containing the applicable information. For example: 

e 
Describe the buildings in one document instead of repeating or paraphrasing that 
summary. 

0 The WMP could also be just a table in the PAM, not an entirely separate document. 

0 Describe project health and safety portion only in the HASP, and the RCRA Closure only 
in the RCRA Closure Plan, etc. 

Review the applicability of issuing one document that covers different areas of work tasks for a 
project. 

A.8 Radiological Characterization 

Observations: 

The project did not have a working, real-time database for radiological survey data. There was a 
lag between the time data was collected, when it was reviewed, and determination of problem 
areas needing resurveying. This contributed to schedule delays and cost impacts. 

Overall preparation and control of the radiological survey field documentation was not controlled Or 
consistent between each technician. 
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Enhancements: 

"Final survey data" needs to be correlated with the survey instrument calibration data 
concurrently. The data needs to be entered and reviewed on a daily basis to identify problem 
areas which may need resurveyed early in the final survey phase. Use one survey form to 
collect data so that the information is consistent throughout the project. 

Assign a single POC in the field who is responsible for ensuring that the survey plan is being 
followed as written, that data is not lost, and that data is collected at the end of each shift. Have 
each technician's name on every data sheet so that if there are any questions, the responsible 
party is identified. 

0 bservations: 

The site did not use the latest technology for radiological operations (equipment, engineering, 
controls, data management, etc.). 

The process of physically obtaining surveys and counting swipes is a time intensive operation. 
The use of one automated swipe counter (Tennelec) was a definite bottle neck to completing the 
surveys in a timely manner. Present site instrumentation is not suited for D&D work. This caused 
the project to experience schedule delays, cost impact, and rework when areas previously 
completed had to be resurveyed. 
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Enhancements: 

The level of the radiological surveys needs to be established at the onset of the project. The use 
of more up-to-date radiological monitoring equipment can greatly reduce the time and effort in this 
area. 

Again, have the technicians fill out the data pages, sign, time and date the forms. Then check 
after that that the forms are completed correctly and have been turned into the single POC. 

a 
Experienced,radiological personnel need to identify manpower and equipment necessary to 
complete the work in a manner that supports the project schedule. Invest the time and money 
needed to write a complete and detailed Final Radiological Survey Plan (FRSP) which includes 
contingency plans, which allow the technicians to continue working if a changed site condition is 
encountered. Sufficient manpower and equipment resources must be dedicated to the final 
radiological surveys to ensure on-time completion of the work. 

Observations: 

The project did not have release criteria established for all potential isotopes at the beginning of 
the project. Elevated activity on the floors was attributed to Thorium through gamma 
spectroscopy performed by offsite contractors. This was not anticipated nor planned for in the 

DOE/ RFFO approvakoncurrence was required for establishing the release criteria. The 
presence of Thorium resulted in unique beta release limits for the building structure, which 
changed as other areas of unknown contamination were encountered. It took approximately one 
month for a response from the date of the request. 

There were limited capabilities on-site for timely isotopic identification. These situations caused 
the project to experience schedule delays and incur unplanned costs. 

- 

. original survey plan. 
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Enhancements: 
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The FRSP needs to be approved before finalizing the final budget and schedule. The plan 
should identify the limits, boundaries of release, and suspected isotopes. Have the RE plan for 
and identify how isotopes are going to be managed. A contingency plan should give details of 
how unknowns are going to be dispositioned. 

0 bservation: 

Radiological controls for work conducted by the subcontractors had not been determined prior to 
award of the subcontracts. This resulted in several change orders to cover unplanned costs. 

Enhancement: 

Determine radiological controls that will be required by Radiological Work Permits pnsr t~ 
submitting the bid documents. 

0 bse rvat ion s : 

There were not any D&D specific policies and procedures for radiological characterization, 
release, and documentation. The technical basis for free release criteria was not clearly 
established, documented, and agreed upon by all parties prior to final survey. This resulted in 
weekly changes to the survey plan, delays in field work, and increasing downtime costs. 

A procedure was not in place at the project site for isolation and control of areas undergoing final 
radiation surveys prior to demolition. This resulted in a Radiological Incident Report (RIR) which 
impacted the schedule and budget. 

Enhancement: 

A procedure for final radiological surveys on D&D projects needs to be developed. The 
procedure should address postings, training, and necessary controls. These requirements should 
then be included in work plans for the Site’s decommissioning program. 

Observations: 

The transition of building ownership was not well planned or documented. Meetings set to 
walkdown the facility with Operations were canceled three separate times. 

Significant amounts of equipment, furniture, chemicals, and laboratory wastes, and saurces 
remained in the building after transition of the facility to the D&D Project Team. The remaining 
items then became the responsibility of the project to remove and disposition. These tasks were 
not included in the project scope, schedule or budget. The result was the project team having to 
perform tasks that the individuals were not trained for, expending money and schedule on 
unplanned tasks, and delays to the start of the strip-out activities. 

Enhancements: 

Do not accept a facility until the transition process is complete (Le., the walkdown conducted, a 
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) written, agreed to, and signed by both parties). 

Closely inspect the building to ensure that all interior property is removed, screened and 
dispositioned prior to the building turnover and maintain proper documentation of this process. 

Assign a single POC to manage the relocation of equipment, waste, personnel, and chemicals to 
ensure documentation is complete. e .  
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Observation: 

Building systems were not tested for operation prior to building turnover. Additional resources 
were required for maintenance of the building systems after transition of ownership to support 
decommissioning activities (i.e., repairs to process waste pumps and solenoid valves needed for 
the Perchloric rinse and RCRA closure rinsing). Systems being reported as operational were not 
verified, and as a result, several utility systems needed repairs and replacement before work 
could begin thus delaying the start of several tasks. 

Enhancements: 

There are two options that may be utilized to make the transition between operations and 
decommissioning more efficient: 

Prior to the facility transfer from operations to the D&D Project Team, inspect 
building systems that may be necessary for deactivation and decontamination of 
the building. Ensure these systems are operating, and that maintenance is 
complete before accepting the building. If not, include in the project scope to repair 
the systems needed to support decommissioning. 

1 ) 

2) Configuration control, modifications, maintenance, and repairs could be performed 
by the project. Schedule and budget must be set aside for this option if utilized. 
The building should not have to meet all existing plant operating procedures 
(configuration control, modification documentation, quality control of repair materials, 
etc.). Only maintenance and repairs to systems critical for decommissioning would 
be necessary. 

Completely identify the costs, schedule impacts for system repairs, and incorporate into the 
project’s baseline schedule and budget. Do not assume that the needed systems are 
operational. Always verify prior to accepting. 

Observation: 

After transition of the building to the D&D project, additional waste, equipment, and materials were 
discovered in the building that were stated as being removed prior to transition. 

Enhancement: 

Develop and implement a security plan that limits access and deters “midnight dumping“. Obtain 
all of the building keys or change the building locks during transition to the decommissianing 
Project Team. 

Observation: 

Resources were not originally allocated for a Shift Operating Engineer, Facility Manager, and 
LOIT0 Manager. This resulted in confusion regarding responsibility for signatures and 
scheduling of support work. 

Enhancement: 

Ensure budget is allocated for these positions during development of the PEP and clearly define 
responsibilities during facility transition. 

Observation: 

Time and funding were used to survey, relocate, and store items of little value. Several times 
more money was spent on salvaging an item than the salvageable amount of the item. 
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Enhancement: 

Items of minor value (Le., lock cores, fire valves, doors, overhead pipe runs) need to be 
discarded or removed during demolition if the value is less than the cost to be retained and 
processed through the system for storage at the PU&D facility. The value of these items does 
not justify the labor costs for salvage. Have PU&D make disposition decisions on equipment and 
property as soon as the schedule allows. 

A.9 RCRA Closure 

Work with CDPH&E to determine closure standards on a case-by-case basis. If underground 
piping or soil contamination associated with a RCRA unit does not meet the closure criteria 
established, propose deferring closure to Environmental Restoration (ER) and do not attempt to 
close under RCRA. 

If underground piping or soil contamination associated with a RCRA unit does not meet the 
closure criteria established, propose deferring closure to ER and do not attempt to close under 
RCRA. 

Observation: 

The Project Team invested a significant amount of time and effort into developing, and revising a 
closure plan for the RCRA unit within Building 123. However, the RCRA Closure could have 
been planned, conducted, and approved under the RFCA Decision Document (the PAM). The 
project developed two separate documents, which used significantly more resources than were 
required to prepare the documents, manage the reviews, control the documents, and to have two 
public comment periods. 

Enhancements: 

Close any RCRA Units using the RFCA Description Document, rather than preparing a separate 
RCRA Closure Plan. 

Assign a kndwledgeable compliance expert to review the project scope and participate in 
planning tasks necessary to meet regulatory and permitting requirements. 

Closure standards for RCRA units, and especially for piping and sumps, may be determined on a 
case-by-case basis with the CDPH&E. For example, Tier I standards may be more appropriate 
than Tier 2 soil standards or maximum contaminant levels (MCLs) for drinking water. In addition, 
RCRA closures need to include the language that, "Units that do not meet RCRA Clean Closure 
Standards will be deferred to ER. ER will rank these areas and determine which, if any, will 
require soil remediation based upon a risk assessment". 

0 bservations: 

The RCRA Closure Plan required that RCRA systems that were decontaminated, to meet MCLs 
for drinking water to achieve clean closure. These levels are unrealistically low for an old process 
waste system, which will be abandoned permanently and never used for drinking water. Some 
components of the RCRA unit did not meet the MCLs. In one situation, the State was consulted 
and an agreement was made that the additional contamination required no further action (the MCL 
for Nickel was exceeded by 11 parts per billion [ppb]). In another situation, acceptance had to 
be obtained from the State to defer closure of the underground piping and one sump to 
remediation of the Site (the MCL for lead exceeded by 41 ppb in the sump, the MCL for lead was 
exceeded by 6.7 ppb in the pipe and the MCL for Chromium was exceeded by 488 ppb in the 
pipe). The time and resources spent working with DOE and the State would have been saved if 
more realistic, and legally acceptable, standards had been established. 

I 

I 
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The RCRA Closure Plan for the RCRA Unit 40 allowed for the use of the debris rule to clean 
close elements of the process waste line. However, after the plan was approved, the CDPH&E 
interpreted the debris rule as being inappropriate for those portions of a unit that remain in place. 
Modifications to the subcontract documents had to be prepared and implemented to comply with 
the new guidance which caused a significant cost impact and schedule delay. 

Enhancements: 

Use the rinsate standard (as found in the site permit) to achieve RCRA clean closure of any 
portions of a unit that may remain in-place for a period of time, instead of using the debris rule. 

A.10 Asbestos Abatement 

Observation: 

The asbestos containing floor tile in the halls was damaged during the equipment strip-out phase. 
This caused the subcontractor to work overtime to place a protective barrier over the tiles. 

Enhancement: 

Install a protective surface (thin metal sheeting, plywood, or plastic) over asbestos containing tile 
at the beginning of a strip-out phase to prevent damage to asbestos containing tiles. 

Observation: 

An RCT decided that a high efficiency particulate air (HEPA) fan was not needed for the small 
floor tile removal project because of the possibility of radiologically contaminating the unit. 
However, the HEPA fan was necessary as an engineering control for the asbestos abatement 
activity. This change contributed to a fiber release. This caused the Subcontractor to wipe down 
the walls in the area of the fiber release. 

Enhancements: 

Specifically, any change to the Asbestos Abatement Project Plan (Asbestos Abatement Plan), no 
matter how apparently insignificant, requires a written change and the approval from the Owner's 
assigned Facility Manager. 

A field modification to any plan, procedure, or subcontract requires the review and concurrence of 
the SME or responsible person. It is the responsibility of the Owners Representative, and all 
personnel aware of a proposed change to have the required people review the change and 
prepare the appropriate documentation (e.g., an ECR, revision to the IWCP, Asbestos 
Abatement Plan, etc.). 

' 

. 

0 

0 bservation: 

The qualified, State Certified Industrial Hygienist for the Asbestos Abatement Subcontractor could 
not analyze their own air samples with a mobile lab at the work site, as is routinely done in 
industry. According to the Acquisition Procedure for Requesting Commodities and Services, Site 
Procedure 1 -W36-APR-t 11 , all sample analysis must be conducted by an approved laboratory 
(approved supplier). As a result, the samples had to be transmitted to the RFETS ASD, and 
then sent to an approved lab off-site for analysis. A Property Release Evaluation and chain of 
custody documentation had to be prepared for each set of samples, which would not have been 
necessary if the samples were analyzed at the work-site. This caused the site to wait longer to 
receive results of their personnel samples and area air quality samples. 
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Enhancement: 

State and Federal regulations establish qualifications for the analysis of air monitoring samples for 
asbestos abatement. Acquisition Procedure for Requesting Commodities and Services, Site 
Procedure 1 -W36-APR-11lI needs to be revised to allow analysis of air monitoring samples for 
asbestos by personnel and laboratories that meet the state and federal qualifications. 

A . l l  Work Parameters 

Observation: 

Building 1 2 3  was not controlled from the standpoint of excluding those without the same level of 
training as the workers. This resulted in having individuals onsite without the needed training 
which is a safety concern. 

Enhancement : 

I 

I 

Risk Analysis and Needs Analysis needs to be performed prior to project planning, which 
accurately identifies the level of control necessary. 

Observation: 

A great deal of effort was invested in containing hazards during the active strip-out activities, 
separating debris so as to minimize the low-level waste, and to free release a greater amount of 
sanitary waste. Initially, significant time was spent on additional surveys and segregation when 
it was actually more cost-effective to declare waste as being low-level waste. 

Enhancement: 

Make decisions during the planning phase and after the characterization is complete, regarding the 
classification of waste and disposal. 4 

Observation: 

During execution of the project, different work forces worked different schedules, which made 
coordinating tasks difficult. There were too many instances of lost-time due to conflicting 
schedules between onsite personnel and the subcontractors. 

Enhancement: 

Establish the same working hours for all personnel (the Owner's Project Team, RCTs, and 
subcontractors) during the execution stage of a project. State the work hours in the Bid 
Documents and make it a subcontract requirement. Consider negotiating with Union authorities to 
establish project-specific working hours. Also, consider negotiating changes in break, lunch, and 
end of shift to increase productivity (e.g., moving morning break time to the lunch break, and 
moving the afternoon break to the end of the shift). 

Observations: 

The lack of D&D programmatic documents has resulted in an inconsistent approach to the way 
that projects or plans are developed and implemented. This may be improved with a D&D 
policies handbook. If the handbook does not receive the correct input from affected organizations 
it will become problematic. 
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Enhancement: 

Programs and procedures are being developed for D&D projects by K-H and RMRS, and will 
address characterization as this is the key task in planning, scheduling, and cost estimating. The 
Project Team must develop a consistent approach to implementing all activities. 

Observation: 

The waste streams were not adequately identified before the start of the project. -Other wastes 
were encountered that were not planned for and there was no contingency plan to handle this 
situation. This resulted in changes to the WMP, and additional costs in training the subcontract 
personnel to handte the waste. 

Enhancement: 

Write and distribute for review a Waste Management Contingency Section into the WMP that 
addresses what actions are to be taken if unknown and/or unanticipated wastes are encountered. 
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Appendix B 

Action Plan 
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Appendix C 

Radiological Operations and Radiological Engineering 

Summary af Problems and Symptoms 
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LESSONS LEARNED BUILDING 123 
MAY 20,1998 

Introduction: 

RMRS took over the responsibility for Radiological Operations and Radiological Engineering from 
Safe Sites of Colorado (SSOC) on March 27, 1998. With this change in responsibilities, RMRS 
also assumed responsibility for the D&D of Building 123. This project was originally scheduled 
for completion in February 1998, but due to a number of identified problems was not completed 
until late May. 

This project has been important as one of the first major building closures at RFETS under Kaiser- 
Hill's leadership and the lessons learned from this project will be very helpful in the successful 
efforts of future building closures. On May 20, 1998, the Program Compliance organization of 
RMRS held a "lessons learned" meeting to learn from the 123 project. Another meeting was later 
held with the RCTs involved in the project and that input has been added to this report. 

This information will be shared with others resulting in the development of a set of action plans 
targeted at the improvement of building closure projects. Lessons Learned from Building 123 will 
be immediately applied to the work on Buildings 886,779 and T-1 . 
Areas of Success 

Remediation identified and completed quickly 
No substantial injuries (One Occupational Safety and Health Agency [OSHA]) 
DOE assessment - no technical issues - free release 
DOE Orders clarified for radiological release 
Move of radiological organization to RMRS 
Teamwork grew stronger with project 
New technology - used and implemented quickly 
Alignment of players helped speed up new technology 
Data recovery 
Strong personal commitment 
Controls stayed in place - in spite of schedule slips 
Excellent support from K-H 
Implemented "MARSSIM" (very significant!) 
Raised standards of performance 
Increased level of expected quality 
Good detective work 
Final survey plan was technically defensible; laid groundwork for new procedures- . 
Northwest report was a good document 
Applied lessons learned from East Wing report 
Stayed away from accusations - stay focused on the mission 
Identified areas for improvement 
123 can become a good success story 
Project Team worked hard to keep the project moving 

Corrective Action Implemented During the Project 

0 Recognition of resources required 

DMR (procedure revisions) 
New forms - procedures 
Training of RCTs 

Improved field supervision of RCTs 

Changed importance of resource assignment 

Five o'clock meeting provided corrective actions 
\ 

.*--. 
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Radiological operators change to RMRS 
Assigned full time foreman on project 
Changed the format for RCT data 
Team had a focus 
Organized around the importance of closure 
Good idea of what was acceptable 
Minimized road blocks 
Changed business-as-usual mentality 
Scope event - upgraded building from a Class 3 to a Class 1 Radiological facipty 
SSOC provided independent review 
Increased internal review 
New instrumentation used 

Problems and Symptoms Identified (Group 1) 

1. Inconsistent survey performance & documentation 
2. MARSSIM Implementation - midpoint - too late 
3. Changing expectations & directions from customer 
4. Produced low quality Radiological data 
5. Poor document control process - 

- 
6. Characterization Surveys. NOT performed at right time and in-process surveys 
7. Release surveys standards are different now then when 6123 went from lab to office space 
8. Survey implementation plan was not followed 
9. Multiple RMRS Project Manager and K-H "HELP" 
10. Background Survey Study was not well-characterized and well-defined 
1 1. Building assumed to be a non-Radiological risk - by the Project & Radiological Engineering - 
12. No dedicated RCTs, foremen and Radiological Engineer Support Team 
13. Manual entry of survey data - under-utilizing computer capabilities 
14. Forms and Format developed as project progressed 
15. No procedural basis for assessing bulk media samples 
16. Building not in one physical state for final surveys (Floor tiles removed) 
17. Distributed raw data to K-H and DOE without good prior review 
18. Issued Preliminary Reports prior to proper internal reviews. Need more structured customer 

19. Use of Shonka Instrument had limited value due to physical limitations and crossover areas to 

20. Lack of Analytical Lab support - radiochemistry and gamma spec. (in situ) 
21. Project Schedule was improperly resource loaded 
22. PODS took away from work from getting done 
23. Lack of airborne baseline survey 
24. Pre-training of all workers (asbestos, fall protection, lead, etc.) 
25. Know who your "buddy" is! 
26. Programmatic weaknesses in Site Radiological Con program 

No central control collection coordination 
Control was at wrong level (RCTs) 

relationship on deliverables 

manual surveys 
- 

Problems Summary (Group 1) 

No D&D procedure and technical basis established 
Inadequate overall document control - sutveys to final report 
Technology Utilization - surveys, instrumentation, on-site computers and state-of-the-art 
Radiological instruments 

0 Project management issues 
- No Strategic Plan - Poor project Implementation/PODs - Poor project documentation (report) 
- Delayed projects Closure 

I 

I 
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- Dedicated Team established too late 
0 Analytical lab support 

Problems and Symptoms Identified (Group 2) 
1. Inconsistent supervision 
2. Assumption that 6123 would be easy 
3. No established protocol or program for the final Radiological survey 
4. Sequence of events not well defined 
5. Poor characterization 
6. Parallel actions with surveys and release 
7. Multiple surveys due to lack of planning 
8. Relocation of building occupants was delayed 
9. Funding allocation not timely 
10. Early review of survey work was not done 
11. Correction was done in too large of pieces 
12. Did not understand the magnitude of the project 
13. Lack of capability to perform gamma-spec and isotopic detection on-site and in a timely 

14. Lack of direction for the RCTs 
15. Poor method of collecting RCT data and inadequate survey equipment 
16. Poor data flow path 
17. No established method for phasing the project 
18. Too many single points of contact 
19. Changes in the Project Team 
20. Poor maintenance of the scope of work 
21. POD timing delayed the morning work schedule 
22. Inadequate training for the RCTs 
23. Site standards need to be updated 
24. No dedicated crew of RCTs 
25. RCTs not involved in the planning 
26. Inadequate workforce 
27. Inadequate preparation for remediation 
28. Inadequate equipment 
29. Limited radiological management skills in D&D work 
30. Inability to meet the schedule 
31. Inability to resolve comments 
32. Customer had different priorities 
33. QC involvement was lacking 

manner 

Problems Summary (Group 2) 

1. Inadequate D&D skill and experience 
2. No established protocol or program for D&D work 
3. Limited resource availability 
4. Limited project expertise 
5. Limited understanding of customer expectations 
6. Inadequate equipment and instrumentation available on-site 

Problems and Symptoms Identified by the RCTs 

I .  Lack of communication (written and verbal) 
0 What is the completion date? 

What is the critical path item? 
No plan of action -just assignment 
Final survey plan was unknown to most 
Rules kept changing 
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Rules for the project were established by Radiological engineering 
Project was viewed as “not important” and “no big deal” by RCTs 
Sporadic crew. RCTs were switched out often with no concern for consistency 
Management needs to have more involvement with the crew leaders. 

Crew leaders had to function as foremen 
RCTs experienced anger, frustration and apathy due to lack of support 
Management came by asking “why” instead of explaining the path forward 

I 

2. Lack of Supervision 

3. Lack of Organization 
Surveys lost 

4. Insufficient Resources: Computers, Calculators, and Instruments 

More work was assigned per day than could be done 
Too many workers would “hang out” in 1 13 
Too many managers would ‘’walk in” to 1 13 

Building 1 13 was not adequate to accommodate the resources needed for the tasks 
assigned 
Front-end planning was not realistic 
Too much management in Bldg. 113 

5,  Lack of D&D Experience with unrealistic project expectations 

6. Management did not know of the historical knowledge of the RCTs to assist in assessing the 
radiological issues that would be faced with Building 123 

Consensus Summary of Problems Identified from Building 123 

1. No RMRS D&D programs and procedures for radiological characterization, release and 
documentation. Technical basis for release criteria not established and agreed upon by all 
parties prior to final surveys. This resulted in frequent changes in expectations and project 
direction. 

2. Limited RMRS radiological D&D technical knowledge and experience. Training at all levels 
was not sufficient to support the timely completion of the project 

3, Limited capabilities on-site for timely isotopic identification. 

4. A RadCon project team was not assembled at the front-end of the project. Rad/Ops (RCTs) 
needed to be included in the overall planning process. 

5. Weak overall preparation and control of documentation. 

6. lnsuff icient project integration led to poor communication, inconsistent direction and delayed 
implementation. 

Other Good Ideas from the discussion 

Representatives from the 123 Lessons Learned team should meet with key individuals from 
Buildings 779, 886 and T-1 to share corrective actions that can be applied immediately. 

All action plans should include corrective actions that can be implemented within the nest two- 
three months. 
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All major project plans involving completion criteria should be reviewed with Clegg, Hank and 
Fred prior to the initiation of work. If appropriate, the customer should be present for these 
project reviews with senior management. 

Action Plans 

Completed action plans will include the following: 

0 A Problem statement with an identified measurable outcome. 
Scenarios for possible corrective action. 
Recommended corrective action to be taken. 

0 Action steps to be taken and estimated completion schedule. 
0 Benefits to be gained by RMRS from plan implementation. 

PROBLEM STATEMENT #1: 

The Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site lacks a formalized D&D Program which 
implements the final Multi-Agency Radiation Survey and Site Investigation Manual 
(MARSSIM) which directs the radiological characterization, evaluation, documentation and 
disposition of facilities undergoing decommissioning. 

POSSIBLE CORRECTIVE ACTIONS: 

1. SSOC and RMRS develop separate plans and procedures to implement MARSSIM. 
2. Transfer the burden of developing a D&D Program to K-H. 
3. Develop procedures and plans to implement MARSSIM at the Project level. 
4. Develop a Site D&D Program by establishing a team of qualified individuals. 

RECOMMENDED CORRECTIVE ACTION: 0 
The following recommended corrective action was chosen to ensure representatives from all 
companies with interests in Site closure are included on a Team whose goal is to develop a 
program that will ensure a defensible, consistent and efficient method of deactivating and 
decommissioning facilities. 

Assemble a joint team responsible for the development of technical basis documents (TBO), 
procedures and training courses which implements the guidance provided by the final 
MARSSIM into a formalized and approved Site D&D Program. 

When complete, the TBDs, procedures and training courses will be approved by k-H and 
forwarded to DOE for endorsement. The Site D&D Program will be made available to the 
State for their review. Each D&D Project will develop specific survey plans in accordance 
with the protocol provided through the D&D Program. Project specific survey plans will be 
approved by K-H and reviewed by the DOE and State prior to commencing surveys. 

ACTION STEPS TO BE TAKEN: 

Programmatic Level: 

1. Formalize the Radiation Survey and Site Investigation Process through the development of 
technical basis documents, procedures and training courses. 
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Project Specific Aspects Regarding the Implementation of MARSSIM: 
1. Develop a common format to be used for: 

a) Strip-out plan which provides clear guidance as to what condition the building 
must be in prior to implementing MARSSIM. 

b) Survey plan, which captures the aspects of the Sites D&D Program. 

c) Close-Out Report where an emphasis is placed on the ability to review the 
document. 

2. Develop a technical basis for material backgrounds at a project level to account for 
differences in the materials used in the construction of specific facilities. 

ACTIONS COMPLETED AS OF JULY 31, 1998 

1. Key individuals from SSOC and RMRS Radiological Safety have been identified as 
SMEs for D&D. 

2. These individuals have been scheduled for MARSSIM training. 

BENEFITS GAINED FROM PLAN IMPLEMENTATION: 
An approved D&D Program would ensure that future D&D Projects will be completed in a 
consistent and efficient manner better supporting the Kaiser-Hill Team goals for timely Site 
Closure. 

PROBLEM STATEMENT #2: 

Limited RMRS radiological D&D technical knowledge and experience. Training at all levels 
was not sufficient to support successful project completion. 

CORRECTIVE ACTIONS AND STATUS AS OF JULY 31,1998: 

1. Implement MARSSIM training for Radiological Engineering. MARSSIM training has 
been scheduled and will take place at Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site 
during July and August of 1998. - COMPLETE 

2. Develop and provide a training course for Radiological Control Technical Supervisors 
(RCTs) and Radiological Control Technicians (RCTs) on the fundamentals of D&D 
work. - IN PROGRESS 

3. Establish a core D&D team of Radiological Professionals (this will include Radiological 
Engineers, Programmatic Health Physicists, RCTs, and RCTs). A revised 
Organizational Chart has been developed and submitted to RMRS Senior 
Management to provide a D&D Core Team for current and future D&D project design, 
implementation, and oversight. - COMPLETE 

BENEFITS GAINED FROM PLAN IMPLEMENTATION: 
The aforementioned corrective actions will provide a knowledgeable team of Radiological 
Professionals for utilization by the Project Management Team. These actions will enhance 
the 080 Program as described in Problem Statement #1 and ensure a consistent 
compliant approach is taken on all current and future D&D activities. 
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a PROBLEM STATEMENT #3: 

Limited capabilities on site for timely isotopic identification. 

CORRECTIVE ACTIONS AND STATUS AS OF JULY 31, 1998: 

1. Improve and acquire Gamma Spectroscopy/Radiochemistry capabi(ities 
Evaluate Gamma Spectroscopy and radiochemistry needs based on RFETS 
radionuclide source terms. Specific needs for 1-Paint, 2-Roof media, and 3-Wet 
chemistry. ECD 8/31/98 
Determine feasibility of performing specific analytical measurements, including 
LLDs associated with the DOE “No Rad Added Program”. ECD 9/18/98 

Determine off-site services available for competitive bid process, should 
capabilities not be available on-site. ECD 1 Om98 
Define dedicated services, if available on-site, for priority processing of RMRS 
D&D and ER project needs. Specify minimum and maximum processing time, level 
of confidence, and reliability of results required to facilitate safe work. ECD 
10123198 
Provide technical smcifications and reauirements to meet analvtical needs for 
procurement, purchase or lease, or service by Project Management. ECD 
la1 1/98 

2. Improve radiological technical survey instrumentation and software documentation. 
Review industry for state-of-the-art survey instrumentation for D&D and ER 
projects based on RFETS radionuclide source term, MDAs required, and survey 
techniques to comply with MARSSIM. ECD 8/31/98 
Determine computer hardware and software support needs to transfer and collect 
data from survey instrumentation and produce survey results documentation. 
ECD 8/31/98 
Determine MOAS and LLDs required to meet the DOE “No Rad Added Program” 
and ensure technical basis for new instrumentation meets these requirements, 
ECD 10/01/98 

0 Obtain RSDIC approval for use at RFETS. ECD 10/18/98 
Using instrument technical manuals, develop operation and calibration procedures. 
ECD 1 1/30/98 
Provide specifications for procurement of instrumentation for purchase andor lease 
by Project Management. ECD 11/30/98 
With support of SSOC Radiological Safety Training, develop lesson plans and 
train RES, RCTs, RCTs, and supervision on instrumentation use, limitations, and 
methodologies to be employed during D&D and ER projects. ECD 12/31/98 

a 

3. Define and acquire radiological control facility and resource needs to support D&D 
project work. 

Establish a team to: determine minimum labor and technical resource needs, RES, 
RCTs, and supervision to support D&D project work including, planning, 
implementation, oversight, and reports. COMPLETE 
Define office space, electrical needs, and environmental conditions required to 
support Radiological Control activities. ECD 10/01/98 
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I 

Determine minimum quantity and types of instrumentation and air sampling 
equipment required to support D&D project work based on source term 
assessments. ECD 11/01/98 
Determine training requirements for Radiological Controls personnel. ECD 
12/01/98 

I 

BENEFITS GAINED FROM PLAN IMPLEMENTATION: 
The aforementioned corrective actions will provide RFETS with the knowledge and ability to 
procure and utilize state-of -the-art D&D equipment to ensure regulatory compliance and 
produce quality data packages. In addition resource allocation and utilization for current and 
future projects will be more clearly understood thereby aiding in project planning, scheduling, 
and costing. 

PROBLEM STATEMENT #4: 

A RadCon project team was not formed at the front end of the project Rad Ops. (RCTs) and 
Radiological Engineering Personnel need to be included in the overall planning process 

CORRECTIVE ACTIONS AND STATUS AS OF JULY 31,1998: 

1. Estabiish a core D&D team of Radiological Professionals (this will include Radiological 
Engineers, Programmatic Health Physicists, RCTs, and RCTs). A revised Organizational 
Chart has been developed and submitted to RMRS Senior Management to provide a D&D 
Core Team for current and future D&D project design, implementation, and oversight. - 
COMPLETE 

BENEFITS GAINED FROM PLAN IMPLEMENTATION: 
The aforementioned corrective actions will provide a knowledgeable team of Radiological 
Professionals for utilization by the Project Management Team. These actions will enhance the 
D&D Program as described in Problem Statement #I and ensure a consistent compliant 
approach is taken on all current and future D&D activities. 

PROBLEM STATEMENT #5: 

Weak overall preparation and control of documentation 

CORRECTIVE ACTIONS AND STATUS AS OF JULY 31,1998: 

1. Standardize maps and forms for use during D&D projects. The issuance of the RSP Manual 
provides standardized templates for radiological work. In addition the forms and maps created 
during the 81 23 project are being utilized as templates for future D&D activities to ensure 
compliance with record keeping requirements as directed by MARSSIM. - COMPLETE 
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2. A standardized document control process is being developed out of 6549 Radiological 

Operations Office. This process will include proper storage, retrieval, and archiving of nuclear 
records as directed by site standards and regulatory directives. Although this activity is 
already in progress, the ECD is 12/31/98 

3. Toolbox briefings have been given by the RCTs to the RCTs assigned to RMRS projects 
detailing the importance of procedural compliance, record-keeping liability, proper flow path for 
radiological records, and utilization of standardized maps and forms. COMPLETE 

. BENEFITS' GAINED FROM PLAN IMPLEMENTATION: 
Nuclear records will be handled in a professional, compliant manner that will ensure proper 
storage, retrieval, and archiving of such documents. This will enable the project team easy 
and reliable access to the data no matter what stage of the process the data is currently 
involved. 

PROBLEM STATEMENT #6: 

Insufficient project integration led to poor communication, inconsistent direction and delayed 
implementation 

CORRECTIVE ACTIONS AND STATUS AS OF JULY 31,1998: 
1. A Project Managers Handbook has been created and reviewed by all Project Managers. - 

COMPLETE 
2. Executive oversight to review project plans prior to project initiation has been developed in 

the form of an Organizational Change as discussed in Problem Statement #2 and #4. This 
has been proposed to Senior Management and approval is anticipated by 9/30/98. 

3. An increased emphasis on project management skills needed to manage D&D projects have 
been addressed in the RMRS Project Management Qualification Process. This process 
began in December of 1997 and will continually provide Project Managers with the tools 
necessary to effectively manage their personnel and projects. - IN PROGRESS 

e 

BENEFITS GAINED FROM PLAN IMPLEMENTATION: 
Project Managers, with the support of Senior Management and Site procedures, will be able 
to effectively and efficiently manage their projects. 
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Attachment 1 

Independent Assessment of 

the Perchloric Flushing Procedure 



;.. 



RevIew of the Perchlorate Decontamination and 
Hood Rewovd Procedure Proposed 

gY Resource Technologies Groap, Inc For 
Building 123 StripOut Project 

A review of the Resolace Technologies Croup, hc. (RTG) p r o d m  to decontaminate 
and remove potentidly perchloric acid contaminated hoods has been made. The 
procedure follows the accepted practica as used at other DOE Sites, namcly wetting of 
SW€&CZS followed by deaning and testing of surfkces and of removal of ducts and 
equipment after cleaniag. The procedure follows the accepted procedures aridevdoped 
by Oak Ridge National L&oratmy in “Pedoric Acid Contaminated Hood 
Decontamination Procedwes” martin Marietta Energy Systems, hc. 1993), the 
guidelines as indicated in the National Fire Protection AssocMon W A ]  ‘“FPA 45 
Standard Fire Protection for Laboratories Using Chemicals,“ 1996 Editioa, and the CRC 
Handbook of Laboratory Safety. 

After reviewing the Building 123 Perchlo- Hood Decontamindou aad Fkmoval 
Procedure; Surveying the systems involved and discussing the proposed methodology 
with the RTG M, we suggest &e following reammenciatiom or actions to enbanGe an 

1. Empower the RTG project manage;. or designee to make fidd adjustments to tbe 
procedure to edmce the safety of the process and make o m o d  cbangg as 
necessary. 

I 

exceuent procedure: 

3. The D&D work should occur in &e following o&, wet, clean, test, d remove 
stack, fan, d-, scrubber, duets, and hoods. 

4. when disasembIiug the systems, avoid aggressive manipulation of flanges, gaskets, 
scams, 8cce9s pIates, damps, nozzles or my area tbat may c o u t a i r i p ~ o ~  
residues. 

1 

5- b p e d o n  of tbe roof duct work system noted that ‘bspdon panels were mofitted 
on the pipkg for maintenance and inspections. To our knowledge, we have never 
observed this on other DOE hood ducts systems and as an addi t id  degrec of 
consid&a& it would be recommended that these papels be I& in place and 
removdunderwater 



6. Flanges, gaskets, E S C ~ ~  p b ~ ,  dampers, bolts and screws should be removed fkom 
the S y s t e m  without diSaSsembly by cutting around these meas. Disassembly of these 
devices should OCCUT upder water. 

7 .  Were the duct cntm the top of the bood, cut the duct above the hood throat 
(avoiding the welded seam) and either remove the top of the hood in one piece or cut 
around the duct entry seam and m v e .  

- \  

8. Mhen removing hood baffles and intend .6xtures, avoid torquing or m - g  the 
boltdscrews. Use nibbler wet grinders or other sirnilat w d  &g 
cimices. 

9. Hood pmeybae coating materials should be removed mder watm, or continuous 
water spray. As should a l l  sealam and coatcd swfkca inside the hood. 

10. Whm cleaning, to access the inlet side of the fan (if the fan is equipped with rubber 
fle% joints) cut the flex joints (ducts) under a steady stteam of water. If no flex duct is 
present, clean axld cut one or more fan blades to gain access to tfie fa inlet aad 
continue to wet and cleaa 

1 1. Change the AHA to mflect the above changes. 

12. Aluminum jacketed insulation &add be cut and peeled away f b m  dwt work with 
continuous inspection of& hr potential leakage. 7lzc duct M o r  should 
be wetted during insulation removal. An alternative method would be to wet cut a 
segment ofthe insulated duct (4 inches) until duct work is exposed and wet cut duct. 
Do this on two ends, wmp wet in plaseic and rcmovc to wash down tank for 
submerged removal of contaminated insulation and cl&g of duct 0 

13: Additional materids arad equipmmt to include powered lifts to remove fans and duct 
work Erom the roof and wash down tanks sufEcknt in Size to allow complete 
submersion of all segments should be considered. Also-non sparking dmsion rods 
(PVC or equivdeni), sponges and plenty of 6 mil plastic should be onhand. 

By: 

P i a ,  cm m, C M  
ORNGOffim of Sd* and 
Heal% Protection Hdth Pmtecticm 

0RNL.Office of Safety and 
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INTEROFFICE 
MEMORANDUM Rocky Mountain 

Remedi a ti on Semi ces, L .L. C. 

4A 
RMRS 
a m' 

. . . protecting the environment 

DATE: September 25, 1998 

TO: 

FROM: 

John Law, Environmental Restoration, T8936, X4842 

Vern Guthrie, Construction Projects, T891 C, X7419 

SUBJECT: DATA SUMMARY REPORT - BUILDING 123 IHSS - CLG-002-98 

PURPOSE: 

The purpose of this correspondence is to transmit the Final Pre-Remedial Investigation 
Report of Individual Hazardous Substance Sites (IHSS) 121 and 148 at Building 123 
(Enclosed). 

DISCUSSION 

The report was generated as a result of the demolition of Building 123 and the 
requirement to characterize the soild around and beneath the buklding concrete 
foundation/slab. The data within the report is intended to be utilized by Environmental 
Restoration to support the under building contamination scoring and subsequent ranking 
of the site. 

RESPONSE REQUIREMENTS 

None required. Should you have any questions regarding the report or the data included, 
please contact me at X7419 or Matt Dessi at X7640. 

Enclosure: 
As Stated 

cc: 
A. Primrose - w/l copy 
K. DOIT - w/2 copies 
D. Hoyt - w/l COPY 
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FINAL PRE-REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION OF IHSS 121 AND 148 DATA 
SUMMARY REPORT 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 

A pre-remedial field investigation was conducted in June and July 1998 to identify and delineate 
the extent of the Under Building Contamination (UBC) from Individual Hazardous Substance 
Sites (IHSS) 121 and 148 and to further characterize these IHSS. The purpose of the sampling 
was to characterize the presence or absence of hazardous and/or radioactive contamination in the 
soil beneath the Building 123 concrete slab, leaks adjacent to selected sumps, process waste 
lines and pits, localized spills and the general condition of the surrounding grounds. The goal of 
the field investigation was to determine the presence of contamination in the soil to support the 
decontamination and demolition of Building 123 and fulfill criteria defined by the Proposed Action 
Memorandum (PAM) for the Decommissioning of Building 123 (RMRS 1997a). The data will be 
used to score under building contamination at Building 123 relative to RFCA soil action levels. 
This score will be subsequently ranked by Environmental Restoration (ER Ranking) in relation to 
other sites at RFETS for remediation decisions. 

1.1 BACKGROUND 

Building 123 is located on Central Avenue between Third and Fourth Streets at the RFETS, 
(Figure 1-1). The Building 123 area encompasses overlapping IHSS 121 and 148 and a portion 
of RCRA Unit 40 (Figure 1-2). 

Four (4) associated Potential Areas of Contamination (PACs), 100-601, 100-602, 100-603, and 
100-61 1 have been identified in the RFETS Historical Release Report (HRR, DOE 1992c). The 
PACs were established as the result of documented spill incidents. 

Unconfirmed reports of contaminant spills have been indicated in interviews with building 
employees. In the late 1960's or early 1970's a cesium-contaminated liquid was spilled on the 
concrete floor in Room 109C (Figure 1-2). The floor was immediately sealed to immobilize the 
contamination. No further action was initiated to address consequences of the spill. 

1.2 PRIOR INVESTIGATIONS 

IHSS 121 consists of RCRA Unit 40 underground Original Process Waste Lines (OPWLs) P-1 , 
P-2, and P-3, which were designated in the Final Phase l RCRA Facility lnvestigation/Remedial 
lnvestigation (RFVRI) Work Plan For Operable Unit 9 (DOE 1992a). The area has also been 
identified as PAC 000-121 in the HRR. The OPWL system constitutes former Operable Unit No. 
9 (OU 9) and RCRA Unit 40, the plant-wide process waste system comprised of tank and 
underground pipelines constructed to transport and temporarily store process wastes from point 
of origin to on-site treatment and discharge points. 
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All process waste generated from 1952 to 1968 was transferred from Building 123 to Building 441 
through Line P-2, which ran below the west side of the east wing before exiting at the southeast 
corner of the building. In 1968, the east wing was extended about fifty (50) feet to the south. 
Prior to the building addition, two manholes (MH-2 and MH-3, Figure 1-2) were constructed and 
the line was extended south to MH-2, then east to MH-3, and North to MH-4, before assuming 
the original path at P-2. The extension was designated as P-3. One manhole was abandoned 
and covered by the building addition. In 1972, a west wing was constructed, extending south 
from the northwest corner of the original building. Prior to construction of the wing, Line P-1 was 
installed to transfer waste to Manhole MH-1, then east to a junction with P-3 at MH-2 (Figure 1-2). 
The lines transferred the following process waste from Building 123: 

0 Acids: nitric acid (HNO,), hydrofluoric acid (HF), sulfuric acid (H2S04), hydrochloric acid 

Bases: ammonium hydroxide (",OH) and sodium hydroxide (NaBH); 

Solvents: acetone, alcohols, cyclohexane, toluene, xylene, triisooctomine, and ether; 

Radionuclides: various isotopes of plutonium (Pu), americium (Am), uranium (U), and 

Metals: beryllium (Be) (trace amounts); and 

Others: ammonium thiocyanate, ethylene glycol, and possible trace amounts of 

(m acetic acid ( Hydrochloric acid (HCIO,); 

0 

0 

0 

curium (Cm); 

0 

0 

polychTorinated biphenyls (PCBs) (DOE 1992a). 

In 1982, P-2 and P-3 were abandoned and plugged with cement. In 1989, the process waste 
transfer system was upgraded, including removal of the east-west section of P-1 between MH-2 
and MH-3. The north-south section of P-1 between Building 123 and MH-1 was converted to the 
new process system. Three large, interconnected concrete sump pit areas were installed in 
Rooms 156, 157, and 158 to accommodate process waste system backup. Pipe was installed 
connecting MH-1 to Valve Vault 18. A second building addition was also made to the south end 
of the east wing, partially overlying Line P-3 (Figure 1-2). 

Currently, all process waste throughout Building 123 is collected in floor sumps. Each sump 
collects and temporarily stores liquid waste which is then pumped through overhead lines into a 
main floor sump in Room 158. The waste is then gravity-fed through P-1 to Valve Vault 18, then 
to underground Tank T-2 (Tank 853) at Building 428, and finally to Building 374 for treatment 
(Figure 1-2). 

A detailed characterization of former Operable Unit No. 13 (OU 13) was conducted from 
September 1993 to February 1995 as part of a Phase I RCRA RFVRI. The characterization 
included high-purity germanium (HPGe) surveys, vertical soil profiles, surface soil sampling and 
soil gas surveys. The investigation identified an area of reported small spills of nitrate-bearing 
wastes along the east side of Building 123 and a potential for soil contamination beneath the 
building due to possible leaks in OPWL P-2. The area was established as IHSS 148 and 
detailed in the Final Phase I RWRI Work Plan for Operable Unit 73 (DOE 1992b). The area has 
also been identified as UBC 123 and PAC 100-148 in the HRR. 

Thirty-four (34) analytes were detected in the surface soil survey, including twenty-six (26) 
inorganic compounds and eight (8) radionuclides. Eleven (1 1 ) analytes exceeded background 
limits at a minimum of one sample location throughout IHSS 148. Constituents that exceeded 
minimum detection levels or activities are indicated in Table 1-2. 
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Constituents Detected Maximum Background Tier II Soil Action 
Above Minimum Concentration Limits' Levelsb 

99/99 

UTC 

Detection Levels or 
Activit ies 

Chromium 95.6 mgkg 22.21 mgkg" 4860 mgkg 

Cobalt 28.7 mgkg 14.22 mgkg 123,000 mgkg 

Copper 43.4 mgkg 22.75 mglkg 81,800 mgkg 

Nickel I 52.4mgkg I 19.74rngkg I 
Lead 165 mg kg 73.87 mgkg m m g  

40,900 mgkg 1 

a Source: DOE 1 995, Geochemical Characterization of Background Surface Soils: Background 
Soils Characterization Program, May. 

Source: DOE 1996, Final Rocky Flats Cleanup Agreement, July. Metal analyte action levels 
are based on off ice worker exposure to soil; radionuclide action levels are based on annual dose 
limits. 
" Result indicates total chromium (chromium Ill + chromium VI). 

All UTLs calculated assuming a normal distribution. 

The soil-gas survey was conducted on a 25-fOOt grid in accordance with the 0413 RFVRF (DOE 
1992b) work plan. Samples were analyzed in the field using Gas Chromatography/Mass 
Spectrometry (GC/MS). Sixty-four (64) soil-gas locations were sampled during the survey. 
Thirteen (13) samples contained volatile organic compound (VOC) levels in excess of the one 
pg/ L method detection limit. Benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylene (BTEX) fuel 
constituents were detected in samples collected from the perimeter of Building 123 and within the 
east and west wings of the building. Trichlorofluoromethane (TCFM) was detected in nine 
samples distributed throughout the IHSS 148 area at levels up to 2.6 pg/ L. Tetrachloroethene 
(PCE) was detected at 1.5 pg/ L in a sample collected to the east of Building 123. The presence 
of organic extraction constituents is consistent with unconfirmed reports that such liquids used in 
radionuclide analyses were occasionally disposed onto the soil surface outside of Building 123 
and allowed to evaporate. Analyses results indicate that subsurface infiltration precluded full 
evaporation. 

Result indicates chromium VI only. Action level for chromium 111 is >1 ,OOO,OOO mgkg. 

Strontium 

Zinc 

Plu ton i um.2w-240 

U ranium-2w-m 

Uranium'238 

94.7 mgkg 67.92 mgkg >1,000,000 mglkg 

1,220 m m g  95.92 mgkg ~1,000,000 msn<g 
0.1 97 f. 0.032 0.037 pCi/g 38 pCVg 

0.1 69 +_ 0.04 pCi/g 0.084 pCi/g 252 pCi/g 

2.04 rt 0.396 pCVg 3.31 pCi/g 307 pCi/g 

2.14 k 0.309 pCi/g 2.83 pCi/g 103 pCi/g 

pCi/g 



RFIRMRS-98-255.UN FINAL PRE-REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION 
OF IHSS 121 AND 148 
DATA SUMMARY REPORT 

1.2.1 

The Building I23 area encompasses a portion of RCRA Unit 40, which includes all active 
overhead and underground and process waste lines in and around Building 123. No other RCRA 
unit exists within the Building 123 area. A plan for partial closure of RCRA Unit 40 will be written 
to characterize and manage all active OPWLs associated with Building 123, as all abandoned 
lines were properly decommissioned prior to implementation of RCRA regulations. 
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Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Unit 40 

1.2.2 Potential Areas of Contamination (PACs) 

PACs 100-601 , 100-602, 100-603, and 100-61 1 were identified in the HRR, and involve potential 
impact to the soils surrounding Building 123. All of the four (4) PACs are located in Figure 1-2. 
The following outlines the nature of each PAC by describing the occurrence, constituents 
released, and response to the occurrence. 

PAC 100-601, Phosphoric Acid Spill 

On April 13, 1989, two five-gallon plastic containers of phosphoric acid, which were among other 
containers of waste chemicals awaiting disposal in a storage cabinet outside of Building 123, 
deteriorated and leaked a portion of the contents onto the paved ground surface. Approximately 
one gallon of 1, 2 ethylhexyl phosphoric acid leaked from the containers. At the time the release 
was detected, approximately eight ounces of the liquid were present on the ground within the 
vicinity of the cabinet. The spill was contained and the remaining liquid was properly disposed. 
No further action was required to address consequences of the spill. 

PAC 100-602, Process Waste Line Break 

0 
On April 13,1989, Valve Vault 17, located on Cottonwood Avenue between Building 443 and 
444, was found to be flooded with approximately 1,200 gallons of aqueous waste. Subsequent 
investigation indicated that the source of the waste was a break in the active portion of P-1 in 
Manhole MH-1 (Figure 1-2). Leakage from the break had migrated into bedding material 
surrounding the pipe and ultimately reached Valve Vault 17 through either pipe bedding materials 
(i.e,, soils) or a PVC electrical conduit. The release also migrated into a section of the OPWL 
network. Discharge of Building 123 process waste into the broken line was discontinued on 
April 18, 1989, five days after the initial detection of release at Valve Vault 17. The potentially 
affected area includes the active process waste line between MH-2 and Valve Vault 18; the 
process waste line between Valve Vault 1 8 and Valve Vault 17, soils surrounding Valve Vault 18 
and Valve Vault 17, and OPWL P-3 between MH-2 and MH-3. In July 1989, groundwater 
containing blue dye used several months earlier to trace the release was observed seeping into 
excavations around Valve Vault 18. 

The release consisted of Building 123 process waste. An estimate was made of types and 
quantities of materials released to the environment during the five-day period between detection 
of the release and diversion of Building 123 wastes from the broken line. The estimate was 
based on typical daily quantities of wastes discharged from Building 123. The wastes listed 
below would have been diluted in approximately 2,000 gallons of tap water: 

0 25 gallons urine; 

12.5 gallons nitric acid (concentration unknown); 

20 gallons hydrochloric acid (concentration unknown): 

0 1.5 Ibs. ammonium thiocyanate; 

1 .O Ibs. ammonium iodide; and 
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Minor amounts of naturally-occurring uranium were detected in soil and water samples collected 
after the release. Alpha activity up to 140 pCi/L was recorded in samples of the waste from 
Valve Vault 17. One water sample from MH-2 also contained eight percent ethylene glycol. Soil 
sampling was conducted to determine the source and extent of the release (See Section 1.2.2). A 
temporary surface line was installed, and a replacement underground line was installed in 1989 as 
part of the process line upgrades. Since the affected areas were located near existing IHSS 
scheduled for investigation and remediation activities, no cleanup was initiated. Water and soil 
samples collected for several weeks after the release indicated that contamination levels (nitrates, 
chlorides and pH) decreased steadily after the broken line was bypassed. 

PAC 100-603, Bioassay Waste Spill 

On June 9, 1989, OPWL P-1 was under excavation and replacement due to a break in the line 
(PAC 100-602). The excavated end of the broken line was temporarily capped with a plastic 
bag, and Building 123 process waste was rerouted to bypass the broken line. A pump used to 
reroute the waste failed and allowed the waste to overflow into the broken line. A portion of the 
waste leaked around the plastic bag and into the excavation. The release was confined to the 
excavation, 
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2.5 Ibs. ammonium hydroxide (concentration unknown). 

The release consisted of bioassay waste containing hydrochloric acid and nitric acid. The waste 
exhibited a pH of approximately one. The waste may also have contained urine, and up to a 
combined totat of 1.5 gallons of ammonium thiocyanate, ammonium iodide and ammonium 
hydroxide. The estimated maximum volume of the spill was 30 gallons. The released material 
commingled with rainwater in the excavation. 

Potential flow from the excavation was contained with earthen berms. Approximately 100 gallons 
of rainwater contaminated by the spill were neutralized, pumped from the excavation, and 
transferred to the process system for treatment in Building 374. Samples were collected to 
evaluate the spread of contamination. Results indicated that contamination was restricted to the 
excavation within eight feet of Building 123. No further action has been initiated. 

PAC 100-61 1, Building 123 Scrubber Solution Spill 

On November 7, 1989, an inoperative pump in the Building 123 process waste transfer system 
caused the Building 123 Scrubbers 1 and 3 to overflow, spill scrubbing solution into a bermed 
area outside of the building and into three sump pits in Rooms 156, 157, and 158 (Figure 1-2). All 
of this solution was contained within secondary containment structures, and none of the solution 
was believed to have impacted the environment. The pits were pumped out and the concrete 
liners properly sealed. The transfer pump failure was determined to be the result of blockage 
caused by glass filtering wool. 

The scrubbing solution consisted primarily of water and was used to scrub acids and salts used 
in Building 123. Approximately 50 gallons were released to the bermed area, and several 
hundred gallons were contained in the three sump pits. Analysis indicated that the solution 
contained in the bermed area exhibited a pH of 1.6; the solution in the three pits indicated a pH of 
6.0. All spilled materials were contained and transferred into the Building 123 process waste 
transfer for eventual treatment at Building 374. 
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The local geologic setting includes an industrial area that has been gradually developed. The 
natural soils have been disturbed and replaced by fill during installation of the OPWLs and 
covered by pavement and structures including Building 123. The soils, fill, pavement, and 
structures are underlain by Rocky Flats Alluvium which averages about 38 feet in thickness and 
is composed of poorly to moderately sorted clay, silt, sand, and gravel. The Cretaceous 
Arapahoe Formation underlies the superficial material and is mainly claystone and silty claystone 
with sandstone bodies present. Groundwater exists below the site at a depth of approximately 
12-1 7 feet and flows in a generally eastward direction. 

2.0 RECENT INVESTIGATION 

Historical information detailed in Section 1.2 provided general indications of the types of 
compounds anticipated at each IHSS, and was used to develop a systematic sampling strategy 
for this investigation. The sampling rationale was based on historical data. Sample points were 
selected at biased locations and randomly at other areas. Preliminary sampling was restricted to 
soils underlying and surrounding Building 123. 

The following conditions were considered in the development of the sampling strategy: 

0 The operating history of Building 123 suggests that contaminants may have been 
released into the environment: 

e The physical and chemical properties of the contaminants suggest a chronic presence if 
released into the environment; and 

0 Historical data indicated the presence of Contaminants in quantities above the maximum 
background concentrations defined by Site Procedure 4-U50-REP-1006, Radiological 
Characterization of Bulk or Volume Materials and the Background Geochemical 
Characterization Report (DOE 1993). 

The conceptual models of contaminant migration involve percolation downward through the 
vadose zone (generally less than 10 feet thick) to the water table. The groundwater flow in this 
area is predominantly to the northeast. Contaminants may volatilize or biodegrade before 
reaching the shallowest groundwater zone. Contaminant concentrations are also reduced by 
dispersion during migration through the porous Rocky Flats Alluvium. Paved portions of the 
Building 123 area provide an additional impedance to contaminant migration, as precipitation is 
diverted to the storm water drainage system instead of percolating through the ground surface 
(DOE 1992b). 

2.1 PLANNED INVESTIGATION 

The sampling event focused on the soils underlying and surrounding Building 123 as indicated in 
Table 2-1. Subsurface soils were proposed to be sampled to a total depth of six (6) feet as 
described in Section 2.3 as historical data indicated that the presence of contaminants below this 
depth is unlikely (DOE 1992b). 
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Forty-eight (48) locations were planned (Figure 2-1) in the area of the Building 123 slab: six (6) 
were to be collected immediately beneath the building slab at a depth of approximately one foot; 
twenty (20) were to be located underneath the building slab at a depth of approximately six feet; 
and twenty-two (22) were to be located in areas surrounding Building). Locations were 
determined with respect to underground OPWLs and paved and unpaved areas. The 
investigation focused on the following areas: 

0 Unpaved areas along the east side of Building 123, to further characterize potential areas 
of volatile organic constituent contamination; 

Underground OPWLs beneath and to the south of Building 123; 

of the west wing of Building 123; 

0 

b Points at which the overhead waste process lines enter the subsurface at the south end 

b PACs; and 

Unpaved Areas 
OPWLs 

lines 
PACs 

Sumps, pump stations, 

Underground Process waste 

junctions, elbows 

Locations of process waste sumps, waste pumping stations, and OPWL junctions and 
elbows. 

Potential VOC contamination 3 6 feet 
Potential contamination 14  6 feet 
Potential contamination 3 1 foot 

Potential contamination 3 6 feet 
Potential contamination 10 6 feet 

3 1 foot 

Random samples were to be used to characterize the remainder of the Building 123 area. West 
side) According to Final Phase I RFi/RI Work Plan for Operable Unit 13, 100 Area (DOE 1992) 
and personnel interviews, no contaminant spills or leaks have been reported in these areas, 
therefore, boreholes were to be drilled at 50 foot intervals along the west boundary of the 
building. 

Table 2-1 Sampling Requirements 

I Area of Concern I Reason I # of De pt h/ln t e  r val 

I 6 feet I Potential contamination I Random sampling (west 
side) 

Sampling was planned at each location, which consisted of one VOC grab sample and the 
remaining samples were a composite of the entire core. Figure 2-1 indicates total planned depths 
of each core. Locations outside of Building 123 were planned to be sampled to a total depth of 
six (6) feet. Locations within the Building 123 perimeter near waste pumping stations, sumps, 
and junctions were planned to be sampled to a depth of six (6) feet, as building as-built drawings 
indicated that the pipelines exist at a maximum depth of five (5) feet, and leaks associated with 
underground lines characteristically migrate downward. All remaining locations were planned to be 
sampled immediately beneath the building slab (approximately one foot below slab surface) in 
areas near sumps and sites of historical spills to address potential migration of the process 
wastes through concrete. 
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Figure 2- 1 Planned Soil Sampling Locations 
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Sample depths were planned to be reached using a Geoprobe' truck-mounted hydraulic ram in 
accordance with Site Procedure 5-21 000-ER-OPS-GT.39, Push Subsurface Soil Sampiing. Soil 
cores were to be recovered continuously in two-foot increments using a l-inch diameter by 24- 
inch long stainless steel-lined California core barrel. Recovered soil was to be placed into a 
stainless steel bucket until the desired depthwas reached, at which time the soil was to be 
composited by hand using a stainless steel trowel. VOC samples were to be collected as grab 
samples and not composited. Cores were planned to be monitored in the field with a Flame 
Ionization Detector (FID) or a Photoionization Detector (PID) in accordance with Site Procedure 
5-21 000-OPS-FO. 15, Photoionization Detectors and Flame Ionization Detectors for health and 
safety purposes. 

Locations beneath the building slab were planned to be sampled by coring through the slab with 
a hand-held, rotary-type concrete corer to access the underlying soils. The procedures used for 
coring are outlined in RF/RMRS-97-125.UN, Concrete Sampling and Analysis Plan to 
Characterize the Building 123 Slab. This plan was modified to describe sampling through the 
slab prior to sampling activities taking place. Resulting holes were to be properly back-filled with 
granular bentonite. 

A Radiological Control Technician (RCT) was to scan each sample with a Field Instrument for the 
Detection of Low Energy Radiation (FIDLER). Equipment was to be monitored for radiological 
contamination during sampling activities. All sampling equipment was planned to be 
decontaminated with an liquinox solution, and rinsed with deionized water, in accordance with 
Environmental Management Department (EMD) Operating Procedure 5-21000-OPS-F0.03, 
General Equipment Decontamination, Section 5.3.1, Cleaning Steel or Metal Sampling Equipment 
Without Steam in the Field. At1 other sampling equipment was to include standard items such as 
chain of custody seals and forms, logbooks, etc. The cores were planned to be visibly inspected 
for signs of contaminant staining, then visually logged by the field geologist as per Site Procedure 
5-21 000-ER-OPS-GT.O1, Logging Alluvial and Bedrock Material. Additional samples were to be 
collected if cores exhibited visible evidence (staining, odors, etc.) of contamination at shallower 
depths. 

Three (3) field duplicates were to be collected to represent at least 5% of the sample'batch to 
provide adequate information on sample variability, as defined in Guidance for Data Quality 
Objectives Process (EPA 1994). 

Sample points were planned to be surveyed for location and elevation using geometridocation 
survey equipment to ensure accuracy in data plotting (Appendix E). 

2.2 IMPLEMENTED INVESTIGATION 

Of the forty-eight soil sampling locations planned, thirty-four could not be drilled where initially 
located due to conflicts with utilities, process waste lines and offsets due to refusal (insubstantial 
retrieval, i.e. voids and rocks). However, the revised sample locations were adequate to conduct 
the investigation, and viable information was obtained. Fourteen planned locations (9, 10, 11 , 14, 
15, 16, 17,24-2,25-3,37-15,38-16,39-17,41-19 and 47-25) were relocated to keep RFETS 
procedure (1-837-HSP-12.08), which states a ten foot minimum distance kept between 
excavation work (sampling in this case) and process waste lines andor utilities. Twenty planned 
locations (4,5,7,8, 11, 12, 14, 16, 17, 18,20,23-1,27-5,29-7, 30-8, 31-9,33-11,35-13,42-20 
and 43-21) were offset to obtain adequate soils for analysis. Of these thirty-four locations, four 
locations (1 1 , 14, 16 and 17), were first relocated due to utilities and then offset due to inadequate 
retrieval. 
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Six locations (23-1 , 24-2,27-5, 29-7, 30-8 and 31 -9) were initially planned to core at a total depth 
of one foot, but an adequate sample could not be obtained and depth was increased to six feet. 
Of these six locations, three planned locations situated around a cesium well in former Room 
1098 could not be drilled due to voids under the building slab in excess of six feet. However, the 
revised locations (29-7,30-8 and 31 -9), were positioned as close to the planned locations per 
GPR (ground penetrating radar) surveys. This enabled adequate sample to be retrieved within 
the proposed vicinity. 

One planned Location 42-20, revealed elevated fixed alpha readings at 780 dprn after the 
concrete core was pulled from the concrete slab to access underlying soils. An offset was 
performed due to refusal at two feet and revealed elevated fixed alpha readings at 240 dpm. 
Neither of the elevated readings exceeded suspension guidelines on the radiological work permit 
(RWP), geoprobing proceeded, adequate soils were obtained and it was determined after the 
alpha decayed (less than 48 hours) that a radon pocket was the cause of elevated readings. For 
all locations, original or offset, no elevated VOC (volatile organic compounds) were observed 
with a PID (photo ionization detector). 

2.3 INVESTlGATlON RESULTS 

Each sample location was split into two continuous cores (first core: from ground surface to two 
feet below ground surface, second core: from two feet below ground surface to six feet below 
ground surface), and the cores were visually inspected and logged. Total depth at each (ocation 
did not exceed six feet. For each coring location, the first two feet of soils were utilized to obtain a 
VOA (volatile organic analysis) sample. The unused portion of the sample was then placed into 
a stainless steel bowl. The secondfinal sample-core (from two feet below ground surface to six 
feet below ground surface) was composited into the stainless steel bowl and utilized for the 
remaining parameters (i.e., isotopics, gross alphdgross beta). 

Core recovery varied for each sample location due to the nature of the fill material and alluvium. 
Alluvial deposits and fill material consisted of sandy-silty clays, gravely to sandy clay with 
occasional iron stained sands and clays mixed within samples. The similar properties between 
the fill material and alluvium made interpretation between the two difficult. Asphalt fragments, 
sandstone pebbles, gravel lenses and rock fragments were noted for Locations 1 , 3,4, 6,7 ,  10, 
11 , 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, and 21. (Note: for the previously mentioned locations, pre-drilling 
and/or coring through asphalt was required and the asphalt was removed out of the sample prior 
to cornpositin samples for analysis). Sandstone pebbles, gravel lenses, and fragments were 

recovered was probably loose, course material which tends to fall out of core barrels. Offsets 
were often a result of pushing a large rock greater than three inches in diameter and/or hitting 
refusal so that the core could not be pushed into the soils. When this occurred, locations were 
moved until substantial recovery could be utilized for analysis (Le., twenty locations from Section 

noted in the fil 'j material throughout the investigation area. Much of the core that was not 

3 3\ 

While coring the fill material, loose material often sloughed into the borehole between core runs. 
Usually this material was easy to identify due to its disrupted appearance. Loose gravel present 
in disrupted clays could also be in-place and required careful examination of the core. After the 
core was examined and logged in the field, samples were composited and utilized for analysis. 

Bedrock and groundwater (located on average at a depth of 10-1 5 feet) were not encountered 
throughout the investigation area due to the maximum coring depth of six feet. 
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2.4 FIELD SAMPLING SUMMARY 

Following is a description of the investigation and summary for each soil sampling location 
according to the drilling sequence. A map of the actual soil sampling locationshoreholes can be 
found in Attachment 1. At Location 1, the first core (from ground surface to four feet below) 
consisted of a one (1) inch coring barrel. It was determined at this location that the remaining 
locations would be sampled using a three (3) inch macro-coring barrel to obtain maximum retrieval 
and efficiency. Soils for Location 1 were light brown in color, sandy-silty clays with sandstone 
pebbles and rock fragments. Some iron staining clays were present. There were no elevated 
readings detected with an electra and/or PID. A total depth of 5.8 feet was cored. 

Locations 2 and 3 were similar in description. Soils were predominantly light brown in color, 
containing sandy-silty clays with sandstone pebbles and rock fragments. Some light gray and 
yellowish staining within the samples did exist. There were no odors and no elevated readings 
with an electra and/or PID. A total depth of 6 feet was cored for Locations 2 and 3. 

At Location 4, an offset had to be performed due to refusal at 4 feet (large rock). The offset was 
placed 1 foot east of the planned location. Adequate sample was retrieved and the coring was 
completed. Soils were light brown, sandy-silty clays with sandstone pebbles and rock 
fragments. There were no odors and no elevated readings with electra and/or PID. A total depth 
of 6 feet was cored at the offset. 

At Location 5, refusal was hit at approximately five feet. An offset was utilized one foot north of 
the planned location and re-coring was completed. Soils were light brown, sandy-silty clays with 
sandstone pebbles and rock fragments. There were no odors, no staining and no elevated 
readings detected with an electra and/or PID. A total depth of six feet was cored at the offset. 

Location 6 consisted of light brown sandy-silty clays with sandstone pebbles and rock 
fragments. Some iron staining sands and clays were mixed within the sample. There were no 
odors and no elevated readings with an electra and/or PID. A maximum depth of 5.8 feet was 
cored for this location. 

e 
At Location 7, coring was completed at the planned location to a depth of six feet. When the soils 
were composited it was determined by the field geologist in conjunction with the sample team that 
inadequate soils were retrieved due to an abundant quantity of rock and fragments. An offset 
was performed one foot west of the planned location. Coring was completed and adequate 
sample was retrieved. Soils were light brown, sandy-silty clays with some sandstone pebbles 
and fragments. There were no odors, no staining and no elevated readings detected with an 
electra and/or PID. A total depth of six feet was cored at the offset. 

At Location 8, a second offset was needed due to refusal (coarse material at two feet) at the 
planned location and the first offset (one foot west of the planned location). The second offset 
(two feet west of the planned location) was completed and adequate retrieval was obtained for 
analysis. The completed core contained light brown, sandy-silty clays with sandstone pebbles 
and rock fragments. There were no odors, no staining and no elevated readings with an electra 
andlor PID. A total depth of 5.7 feet was cored at the second offset. 

Location 9 was moved approximately 12 feet north from its planned location due to underground 
utilities. The soils for this location were light brown, sandy-silty clays, some iron staining within 
the clays, sandstone pebbles, gravel lenses and fragments. There were no odors, no elevated 
readings with an electra and/or PID. A total depth of six feet was cored. 
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Location 10 was moved approximately 12 feet south from its planned location to keep RFETS 10 
foot minimum distance from process waste lines. The moved location was adequate for coring 
and viable information was obtained. The soils were light brown, sandy-silty clays with 
sandstone pebbles and fragments. There were no odors, no staining and no elevated readings 
with an electra and/or PIO. The total core depth was 5.2 feet below ground surface. 

Location 1 1 first needed to be relocated to keep RFETS IO foot minimum distance from process 
waste lines, then two offsets were needed due to refusal (coarse material at three feet) at the 
moved location and the first offset (one foot north of the planned location). The final offset (one 
foot south of the moved location) was completed and sufficient soils were collected for analysis. 
The soils at the final offset were light brown, sandy-silty clays with sandstone pebbles, gravel 
lenses and rock fragments. There were no odors, no staining and no elevated readings with an 
electra and/or PID. A total coring depth of five feet was obtained for the final offset. 

At Location 12, an offset was performed to obtain sufficient retrieval for analysis. Soils were light 
brown with gray staining, sandy-silty clays with pebbles and rock fragments. There were no 
odors and no elevated readings with an electra andor PID. A total coring depth of 5.6 feet was 
completed. 

Sample Location 13 (within the 8123 courtyard) was positioned on top of a sandgravel fill 
(approximately 1.5 feet in depth). The fill was situated on a bed of asphalt (8 inches thick). The 
geoprobe was pushed to asphalt and with a new coring barrel re-entered into the "pilof' hole and 
pushed through the asphalt. When the soil was retrieved, the asphalt was separated out of the 
sample prior to preparing the composite. The soils for Location 13 were light brown, sandy-silty 
clays with sandstone pebbles, gravel lenses and rock fragments. There were no odors, no 
staining and no elevated readings with an electra andor PID. The total coring depth was five feet 
before refusal was encountered. 

Location 14 was first moved to keep RFETS 10 foot minimum distance from utilities, then an offset 
was performed a foot south of the moved location. At the moved location, refusal was reached at 
4 feet below ground surface, but sufficient sample was obtained for analysis. Soils were light 
brown sandy-silty clays with sandstone pebbles, gravel lenses and fragments with iron stained 
clays mixed within. There were no odors present and no elevated readings with an electra and/or 
PID. Total coring depth was four feet. 

Location 15 was first moved to keep RFETS 10 foot minimum distance from utilities and then 
cored. Sample consisted of soils that were light brown, sandy silty clays with sandstone 
pebbles, gravel lenses and rock fragments. No odors were present and no visible staining 
existed within the core. There were no elevated readings with an electra and/or PID. Total coring 
depth was 4.5 feet before refusal was encountered. 

Location 16 was first moved from its planned location to keep RFETS 10 foot minimum distance 
from utilities and then an offset was required due to refusal at three feet. The offset was 
positioned one foot east of the moved location. Soils from the offset were light brown, sandy- 
silty clays with sandstone pebbles, gravel lenses and rock fragments. There were no odors, no 
visible staining and no elevated readings with an electra and/or PID. Total core depth at the 
offset was five feet. 

Location 17 was required to keep RFETS 10 foot minimum distance from utilities and two offsets 
were required to obtain sufficient sample. At the final offset, soils were light brown, sandy silty 
clays with sandstone pebbles, gravel lenses and rock fragments. There were no odors, no 
apparent staining and no elevated readings with an electra and/or PID. Total core depth was 5.4 
feet prior to encountering refusal. 
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At Location 19, soils were light brown, sandy silty clays with sandstone pebbles, gravel lenses 
and rock fragments. There were no apparent odors or stains and no elevated readings with an 
electra and/or PID. The total coring depth was 5.7 feet. 

Location 20 was moved approximately 25 feet south of its planned location due to refusal 
(concrete walkway) below the B123 courtyard fill material. Fill material at Location 20 was 1.5 feet 
on top of ground surface. The fill material was placed within the courtyard after demolition of the 
building to create one plane from east to west wings. Once ground surface was reached, a clean 
core barrel was positioned into the "pilot" hole and coring was completed. Soils were light brown 
in color, moist sandy-silty clays with sandstone pebbles, gravel lenses and rock fragments, 
Within the coring sample were decomposing organics (roots and grass from trees and lawn which 
existed prior to demolition and fill placement). There were no odors or staining and no elevated 
readings with an electra and/or PID. The total coring depth was six feet. 

Similar to Location 20, Location 21 was cored after the fill material above ground surface was pre- 
drilled. The sample from Location 21 contained an abundance of gravel and rock fragment material. 
Adequate sample was obtained, but it was noted that a large amount of the core contained 
gravel. The soils within the core were light brown sandy silty clays with sandstone pebbles, 
gravel and rock fragments, There were no apparent odors or stains and no elevated readings 
with an electra and/or PID. Total coring depth was four feet. 

At Location 22, soils were light brown, sandy silty clays with sandstone pebbles, gravel lenses 
and rock fragments. There were no apparent odors or staining and no elevated readings with an 
electra and/or PID. Total coring depth was six feet below ground surface. 

The remaining sampling locations were situated on the Building 123 pad and concrete coring was 
necessary to access soils beneath the slab. Each concrete core was approximately eight inches 
in depth and three inches in diameter. 

At Location 23-1, an offset was needed due to refusal at the planned location. The offset was 
positioned 1 foot east of the planned location. Soils at the offset were light brown, sandy silty 
clays with sandstone pebbles, gravel lenses and rock fragments. There were no apparent odors 
or staining and no elevated readings with an electra andor PID. Total coring depth at the offset 
was 5.6 feet. 

Locations 24-2,253,264 and 28-6 were all completed at the planned locations. Soils for the 
four locations were identical; light brown, sandy silty clays with sandstone pebbles, gravel 
lenses and rock fragments. There were no apparent odors or staining and no elevated readings 
with an electra and/or PID. Total coring depth for each location was six feet. 

At Location 27-5, a rock was pushed from one foot to three feet below ground surface. An offset 
was performed one foot east of the planned location. Soils from the offset were light brown, 
sandy silty clays with sandstone pebbles, gravel lenses and rock fragments. There were no 
apparent odors or staining and no elevated readings with an electra and/or PID. Total coring 
depth at the offset was five feet. 
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Locations 29-7,30-8, and 31-9 were planned around a cesium well in former Room 1098. Due to 
voids in excess of 6 feet, the sampling points were relocated to access sufficient soils for 
analysis. These three locations were positioned adjacent to the cesium well, as close as 
possible to the planned locations. All three locations had similar soil descriptions: soils were light 
brown with some iron stained sandy silty clays, sandstone pebbles, gravel lenses and rock 
fragments. There were no apparent odors and no elevated readings with an electra and/or PID. 
Total coring depth for each location was six feet. 

Location 32-1 0 contained soils that were light brown, sandy silty clays with sandstone pebbles, 
gravel lenses and rock fragments. There were no apparent odors or staining and no elevated 
readings with an electra and/or PID. Total coring depth at the offset was five feet. 

At Location 33-1 1, two offsets were performed. On the final offset (1.5 feet south of the planned 
location) adequate soils were obtained for analysis. Soils were light brown, moist clays with 
some iron stained sands, sandstone pebbles, gravel lenses and rock fragments. There were no 
apparent odors and no elevated readings with an electra and/or PID. Total coring depth was six 
feet. 

Location 34-1 2 contained light brown, moist clays with some iron stained sands, sandstone 
pebbles, gravel lenses and rock fragments. There were no apparent odors and no elevated 
readings with an electra and/or PID. Total coring depth was 5.4 feet. 

At Location 35-13, two offsets were performed due to voids at three to six feet at the planned 
location and first offset (two feet west of the planned location). The final offset was positioned 
three feet north and three feet west of the planned location. At the final offset, adequate soils 
were obtained for analysis. Soils were light brown, sandy silty clays with sandstone pebbles, 
gravel lenses and rock fragments. There were no apparent odors or staining and no elevated 
readings with an electra and/or PID. Total coring depth at the final offset was 5.1 0 feet. 

Location 36-14 was sampled at the planned location. Soils were light brown, moist clays with 
some iron stained sands, sandstone pebbles, gravel lenses and rock fragments. There were no 
apparent odors and no elevated readings with an electra and/or PID. Total coring depth was six 
feet. 

Locations 37-1 538-1 6 and 39-1 7 were relocated to keep RFETS 10 foot minimum distance from 
utilities and then cored. All three samples consisted of soils that were light brown with some iron 
stained sandy silty clays, sandstone pebbles, gravel lenses and rock fragments. There were no 
apparent odors and no elevated readings with an electra and/or PID. Total coring depth for each 
location was six feet. 

Locations 40-1 8 and 41 -1 9 were similar in description, except Location 41-1 9 was relocated to 
keep RFETS 10 foot minimum distance from utilities. Soils for both locations consisted of soils that 
were light brown with some iron stained sandy silty clays, sandstone pebbles, gravel lenses 
and rock fragments. There were no apparent odors and no elevated readings with an electra 
and/or PID. Total coring depth for each location was six feet. 
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At Location 42-20, after the first two feet of soil was pulled from the ground, refusal was 
encountered. When the geoprobe was removed from the ground, the location was monitored and 
revealed fixed alpha readings detected at 780 dpm. The soils extracted, the geoprobe coring 
barrel and equipment did not have elevated readings contained within and/or on its surfaces. 
Soils were placed back into the hole and sampling was stopped per radiological operations 
instructions. It was discussed that the offset needed to complete this location would not be 
performed until the final day of sampling (three days later). When the offset was completed 
(located six inches north of the original location), it revealed elevated alpha readings at 240 dpm. 
Sampling continued until adequate sample was retrieved for analysis. When adequate soils 
were obtained for analysis, the alpha readings dropped down to background levels or below 
detection limit. The geoprobe equipment and composited soils in the stainless steel bowls did not 
have elevated readings on its surfaces. It was then determined that a radon pocket was the 
cause of the elevated readings. The soils utilized for analysis at the offset were light brown, 
sandy silty clays with sandstone pebbles, gravel lenses and rock fragments. There were no 
apparent odors and no elevated readings once samples were being prepared for jarring. Total 
depth at the offset was six feet. 

The soil descriptions for Locations 43-21,44-22,45-23,46-24,47-25 and 48-26 were identical, 
although an offset was needed for 43-21 and Location 47-25 was moved to keep RFETS 10 foot 
minimum distance from utilities. Soils at these locations were light brown, sandy silty clays with 
sandstone pebbles, gravel lenses and rock fragments. There were no apparent odors or staining 
and no elevated readings with an electra and/or PIO. Total coring depth at these locations were 
six feet. 

3.0 QUALITY ASSURANCUDATA USABILITY EVALUATION 

This section provides the preliminary results of Environmental Restoration Management's 
Procedure 2-G32-ER-ADM-08.02, Evaluation of ERM Data for Usability in Final Reports, 
hereafter referenced as the data usability procedure. The data usability procedure was 
implemented to determine the usability of analytical results generated from the subsuperficial soil 
sampling program implemented at Building 123. The analytical results will be used to score under 
building contamination at Building 123 relative to RFCA soil action levels. This score will be 
subsequently ranked (ER Ranking) in relation to other sites at the RFFTS for remediation 
prioritization. The data evaluated by this procedure include subsurface soil samples analyzed for 
radionuclides, volatiles, and semi-volatiles that were collected in support of the Soil Sampling and 
Analysis Plan to Characterize Individual Hazardous Substance Sites (IHSS) 121 and 148 at 
Building 123, Revision 1, May 1998. 

This evaluation was conducted with preliminary analytical results available as of August 25, 
1998, therefore a complete data set was not evaluated. Oeviations in performing data usability 
procedure consist of performing the procedure on data provided to RMRS by K-H Analytical 
Services Division in facsimile preliminary hardcopy format. Therefore, these data were not 
acquired from the Soil Water Database (SWD) as required in the data usability procedure and 
these data were neither verified nor validated. In addition, the data usability procedure was 
initiated without a complete data set (Le., preliminary results were not available from all samples 
collected), therefore, completeness, and comparability could not be evaluated at this time. 
Precision, accuracy, and representativeness were evaluated as part of the data usability 
evaluation. 
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3.1 PRECISION, ACCURACY, REPRESENTATIVENESS, COMPLETENESS, AND 
COMPARABILITY (PARCC) 

3.1.1 Precision 

Precision is a quantitative measure of data quality that refers to the reproducibility or degree of 
agreement among replicate of duplicate measurements of a parameter. The closer the numerical 
values of the measurements are to each other, the lower the relative percent difference (RPD) and 
the greater the precision. The RPD for results of duplicate and replicate samples was tabulated 
according to matrix and analytical suites to compare for compliance with established DQOs. 

Use of soil sample field duplicates was the primary method of evaluation for overall precision for 
the Building 123 under building characterization program. One field duplicate collected for each 20 
real samples collected was the frequency requirement for the evaluation of precision. Forty-eight 
(48) real soil samples were collected in support of the Building 123 project (Attachment 1). Based 
on this number of samples, three duplicate samples were required to meet the duplicate sample 
collection frequency identified in the SAP. Three duplicate soil samples were collected from 
Locations BH-20, BH 30-8 and BH 40-18. e ,  

For radionuclide analyses, the normalized absolute difference between the real sample and field 
duplicate is evaluated to determine if the results differ significantly when compared to their 
respective total propagated uncertainty. If the normalized absolute difference is greater than 1.96, 
results are qualified as estimated. Appendix G provides the results of the precision evaluation on 
radiochemical analyses. All values were below the 1.96 threshold and are therefore not qualified. 

Volatile and semi-volatile results were available from all three duplicate and associated real 
samples with the exception of volatile results at Location BH 20. The data quality objective for 
field duplicate samples for non-radionuclides is ~ 4 0 %  RPD for soils. RPDs were calculated for 
analytes with results above their respective detktion limits. Summary results are provided in 
Appendix H. 

Overall, the RPDs of less than or equal to 40% for VOC samples were based on analytical data 
available at the time of this evaluation. Duplicate results for Borehole 20 were not available when 
performing this evaluation resulting in only 66% overall precision compliance for VOC analyses. 

Duplicate and real sample results for two semi-VOA analyses were below the required detection 
limits for all analytes. RPDs could not be calculated for these two samples. However, 
qualitatively the sample results may be interpreted to represent precision. RPDs of 150% and 
122% for Phenanthrene and Pyrene respectively were calculated from Semi-VOA results from 
samples collected at 8orehole 20. These results appear to represent hetrogeneity of the sample 
material. These exceedences resulted in only two of three duplicate samples meeting RPD 
thresholds for a 66% overall precision compliance of Semi-VOA analyses. Table 3-1 presents 
the overall precision compliance of the sampling program. 
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Curium- Soil 
2431244 

P~-239/240 Soil 
U-2341235 Soil 
U-235 Soil 
U-238 Soil 

48 3 3 looo/o 

48 3 3 100% 
48 3 3 100% 
48 3 3 100% 
48 3 3 I lOO0/0 

1) VOC results were not available for Location BH 20 at the time of the evaluation. 
2) Semi-VOC results were below the detection limit for two samples, and therefore RPDs were 
not calculated. Precision was qualitatively attained for these two samples. 

3.1.2 Accuracy 

SAP vs. Actual Method Detection Limit Evaluation 

Accuracy is a quantitative measure of data quality that refers to the degree of difference between 
measured or calculated values and the true value of a parameter. The closer the measurement to 
the true value, the more accurate the measurement. The actual analytical method and detection 
limits were compared with the required analytical method detection limits for VOC, semi-VOCs, 
and Radiochemical methods. The results of the detection limit comparisons are provided in Table 

a 
3-2. 

Radiochemical analytical methods were performed utilizing alpha spectroscopy methods as 
outlined in the K-H AS0 Isotopic Determination by Alpha Spectrometry Module, RCO1-8.3. 
VOCs were determined by SW-846 Method 8260A, Volatile Organic Compounds by Gas 
Chromatography/Mass Spectrometry (GC/MS): Capillary Column Technique. Semi-VOCs were 
determined by SW-846 Method 82708, Semi-volatile Organic Compounds by Gas 
Chromatography/Mass Spectrometry (GC/MS): Capillary Column Technique. The TCLP target 
analyte list was selected for both the VOC and Semi-VOC analyses. 
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Volatile 
Organic 

Compounds 
Semi-volatile 

Organic 
Compounds 

tPA 8260A tPA 8260A Not Specified 5 ug/kg 5 usn<g 
CLP List (most (most 

CLP List (most (most 

analytes) analytes) 
tPA 82/08 -. . . --. -- Not Specified 660 ug//.g 660 ugkg 

analytes) anal ytes) 

Representativeness is a qualitative characteristic of data quality defined by the degree to 
which the data absolutely and exact1 represent the characteristics of a population. 
Reproducibility is accomplished by o g taining an adequate number of samples from 
appropriate spatial locations within the medium of interest. 

3.1.4 Completeness 

Completeness is a qualitative measure of data quality expressed as a percentage of validated 
or acceptable data obtained from a measurement system. A completeness goal of 90% was 
set for the Building 123 SAP. Real samples and QC samples are to be reviewed for data 
usability and achievement of internal DQO usability goals. Completeness could not be 
evaluated on the Building 123 data because only a partial data set was available at the time 
the usability evaluation was conducted. 

3.1.5 Comparability 

Comparability is a qualitative measure defined by the confidence with which one data set can 
be compared to another. Comparability is to be attained through consistent use of industry 
standards (e.g. SW- 846) and standard operating procedures, both in the field and in the 
laboratories. Comparability could not be evaluated at this time because only a partial data set 
was available. However, based on analytical results at the time of this evaluation, specific 
analytical methods were maintained for each analysis. 
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The actual sample location depths were compared with those stated in the SAP and organized 
by area of concern. Deviations were identified and provided in Table 3-3 below. Justification 
for deviations are discussed and provided in Section 2.2. 

Table 3-3 Cor 

Unpaved Areas 

OPWLs 

Underground 
Process Waste 
Lines 
PACs 

Sumps, pump 
stations, 
junctions, 
elbows 
Random 
Sampling (West 
Side) 

It should be noted that boreholes originally intended to characterize the OPWLs and 
Underground Process Waste Lines could not be completed within the pipeline trench due to 
conflict with Site Procedure 1 -B37-HSP-12.08. This procedure required the relocation of the 
boring a minimum of IO feet away from the pipeline and therefore sample results may not be 
representative of actual contaminant concentrations within the pipeline trench. It is assumed 
that the pipeline was constructed of bedding material, which has a higher permeability than 
natural soils at the site. Contaminants would preferentially migrate within the bedding material 
to low points or to the manhole excavation. Borings completed 10 feet away from the 
excavation may not encounter contamination originating from the pipeline. 

3.2 EQUIPMENT RlNSATE BLANK EVALUATION 

Equipment rinsate samples associated with the real samples must also be evaluated to determine 
if accuracy was affected (biased toward false positives) by cross-contamination during sampling 
or shipment. Results for alpha spectrometry, volatile and semi-volatile organic compounds from 
three equipment blanks (RINs: 98A5067,98A5178, and 98A5145) were available at the time of 
this evaluation. 

Radionuclide Equipment Rinsate Blank Results - Results for all three rinsate blank samples 
indicated that 241Am, 239/240Pu, 233/234U, 235U, 238U, and 238U were all below their 
respective RDLs. Qualifiers were not available for these data at the time of this evaluation. 
Therefore, at this time, it appears no radionuclides were detected in rinsate samples. 
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VOC Equipment Rinsate Blank Results - Acetone was detected at 7.23 ug/L in the 
equipment rinsate sample collected for RIN 98A5178. Acetone is a common laboratory 
contaminant. The EPA states that positive sample results should be reported unless the 
concentration of the compound in the sample is less than or equal to 10 times (1 Ox) the amount in 
any blank for the common volatile laboratory contaminants (methylene chloride, acetone, and 2- 
butonone), or five times (5x) the amount of other volatile compounds. Based on this guidance, 
sample results for acetone in RIN 98A5178 less than 72.3 ug/l may be qualified by elevating the 
quantitation limit to the concentration found in the sample. Samples analyzed for acetone under 
other RINs exceed acetone results in RIN 98A5178 and would be used to score the Site. 
However, raising the quantitation limit for acetone results in RIN 98A5178 would have no effect 
on the outcome of the scoring, and therefore was not conducted. All results were treated as 
detects. 
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Semi-VOC Equipment Rinsate Blank Results - Phenol, Diethylphalate, Di-n-butylphthalate, 
bis (2-Ethylhexyt) phthalate were detected in equipment blanks. Diethylphalate, Di-n- 
butylphthalate, bis (2-Ethylhexyl) phthalate are known to be common laboratory contaminants. 
Positive sample results are to be reported unless the concentration of the compound in the 
sample is less than or equal to 10 times the amount in any blank for common phthalate 
contaminants, or 5 times the amount for other compounds. 

Phenol was detected in three soil samples at 49.0, 50.59, and 64 ug/L. Sample results are 
greater than five times the blank results for all real samples and therefore, the results remain as 
positive sample results. Maximum concentrations of Diethylphalate, Di-n-butylphthalate, and bis 
(2-Ethylhexyl) phthalate in soil samples also exceeded ten times the concentrations in blanks and 
therefore would remain as positive sample results. Qualifying results less than ten times the 
concentration in blanks would not impact the scoring of the Building 123 site because only the 
maximum result is used for scoring. Therefore soil samples with phthalate results below ten times 
the concentration in blanks were not qualified and treated as detects. Table 3-4 presents 
equipment rinsate results. 

Table 3 4  Equipment Rinsate Sample Results 

(Acetone (VI I I I I I 
~~~ - 

Semi-VOCs 
Phenol (SV) 3.19 J 5.0 J ’  
Diethylphalate (SV) 1.57 J 2.0 J 
Di-n-butylphthalate (SV) 1.51 J I 
r 

IAm-241 I 1.67E-02 I NA I 5.27E-03 I NA I2.42E-02 I NA I 
C I 

PU-239/240 6.91 E-02 NA 1.03E-01 NA 1.1 1 E-02 NA 
Uranium-233/234 4.14E-02 NA 5.75E-02 NA 7.14E-02 NA 
Uranium-235 8.1 9E-03 NA 5.65E-03 NA 3.35E-02 NA 
Uranium-238 2.51 E-03 NA 4.27E-02 NA 3.34E-02 NA 
NA = Not available 
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Analyte 

Americium-241 

Preliminary results indicate that DQOs specific to the original work plans were met with respect 
to accuracy, and precision with the exception of accuracy for semi-volatile compounds. 
Fundamental quality controls on the radiochemistry and organic compound analyses have 
produced data which appear to be adequate to allow use within the context of their 
representative three-dimensional locations, and with respect to current RFCA action levels 
(Tier I or 11). However, borings designed to characterize the OPWLs and Underground 
Process Waste Lines were not constructed within the pipeline trench and therefore sample 
results do not represent the condition of the pipelines but may be used to characterize under 
building contamination, unpaved areas and random areas west of Building 123. 

CAS No. RIN Location Sample Results Qualifier1 
I 

14596-1 0-2 98A5145-002 22 0-6 9.87E-02 J !  
Depth (ft) (pC[(g) 

5.0 RESULTS 

l 7440-61-1 
1 1-08-5 

l 11-08-5 
1 15117-96-1 

The following tables represent the maximum activities detected for all Radionuclides, VOCs, 
Semi-VOCs, Metals and Nitrates s a m n d  analyzed from the Building 123 area. These 
values will be utilized by Environmental Restoration for the rankinglevaluation of the UBC at 
Building 123. 

Tables with complete analytical results from subsurface soils at Building 123 can be found in 
Appendix A through E of this document. 

Curium-243/244 
Plutonium-239/240 
Plutonium-242 
Uranium-232 
Uranium-233/234 
Uranium-235 
Uranium-238 

10-12-8 
98A5145-002 
98A5145-004 
98A5178-005 
98A5080-005 
98A5178-008 
98A5110-002 
98A5 1 1 0-007 

22 
24-2 
46-24 

6 
42-20 

12 
17 

0-6 
0-6 
0-6 

0-5.8 
0-6 

0-5.6 
0-5.4 

4.62E-01 
2.13E-01 
2.39E+00 

1.23Ec00 
5.67E-02 

1.98E-01 
7.94-01 

NA 

NA 

NA 
I J  

Strontium-89/90 I 11-10-9 I 98A5080-005 I 6 I 0-5.8 I 1.31E+00 N A !  
NA - Qualifier not available from preliminary data sheet 
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Table 5-2 Volatile Organic Compounds - Maximum Concentration 
Defected 

Analyte 

Methylene chloride 
Acetone 
Carbon disulfide 
Chloroform 
2-Butanone 
Carbon tetrachloride 
Trichloroethene 
4-Methyl-2-pentanone 
Tetrachloroethene 
Toluene 
Ethylbenzene 
Xylene (total) 
m,p-Xylenes 
o-Xylene 
Naphthalene 
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 
t ,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 
1,2,4-Trirnethylbentene 
1,1,2- 
rrichlorotrifluorethane 

CAS No. 

75-09-2 
67-64-1 
75-1 5-0 
67-66-3 
78-93-3 
56-23-5 
79-01 -6 
108-10-1 
127-184 
108-88-3 

1 00.5- 1.5 1 -4 
1330-20-7 
13-302-07 
95-47-6 
91-20-3 
87-61 -6 
120-82-1 
95-63-6 
76-13-1 

RIN 

98A5110-003.003 
98A5110-010.003 
98A5178-004,003 
98A5178-005.003 
98A5110-003.003 
98A5110-003.003 
98A5163-010.003 
98A5178-005.003 
98A5110-002.003 
98A5110-003.003 
98A5110-003.003 
98A5 163-007.003 
98A5 163-007.003 
98A5163-007.003 
98A5110-003.003 
98A5110-003.003 

98A5178-005.003 
98A5110-003.003 

98A5110-003.003 

Borehole 

13 
20 

45-23 
46-24 

13 
13 

40-1 8 
46-24 
12 
13 
13 

37-15 
37-15 
37-1 5 
13 
13 
13 

13 
46-24 

Sample 
Depth (ft) 

0.5-1.5 
0.5-1.5 
0.5-1.5 
0.5-1.5 
0.5-1.5 
0.5-1.5 
0.5-1.5 
0.5-1.5 
0.5-1.5 
0.5-1.5 
0.5-1.5 
0.5-1.5 
0.5-1.5 
0.5-1.5 
0.5-1.5 
0.5-1.5 
0.5-1.5 
0.5-1.5 
0.5-1.5 

Results 

34. 
86.24 
4.93 
2.47 
72. 
11. 
5.23 
2.16 
5. 
5. 
1. 
8.86 
5.92 
2.58 
16. 
7. 
6. 
6.01 
1. 

(uglKg) 
Jualifier 
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Table 5-3 Semi-Volati 
Analyte 

Phenol 
2-Chlorophenol 
Benzoic Acid 
Naphthalene 
4-Chloro-3-methylphenol 
2-Methylnaphthalene 
Acenaphthene 
4-Nitrophenol 
Dibenzofuran 
Diethylphthalate 
Fluorene 
Pentachlorophenol 
Phenanthrene 
Anthracene 
Di-n-butylphthalate 
Fluoranthene 
Pyrene 
Butylbenzylphthalate 
Benzo(a)anthracene 
Chyrsene 
bis(2-Ethy1hexyi)phthalate 
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 
Benzo(a)pyrene 
Indeno(l,2,3-cd)pyrene 
Dibenz(a, h)anthracene 
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 

Organic Cor 
CAS No. 

108-95-2 
95-57-8 
65-85-0 
91-20-3 
59-50-7 
91-57-6 
83-32-9 
100-02-7 
132-64-9 
84-66-2 
86-73-7 
87-86-5 
85-01 -a 
120-1 2-7 
84-74-2 
206-44-0 
129-00-0 
85-68-7 
56-55-3 
218-01-9 
117-81-7 
205-99-2 
207-08-9 
50-32-8 
193-39-5 
53-70-3 
191 -24-2 

)ounds - Maximum 
RIN 

51 45-009.004 
51 45-009.004 
51 63-003.004 
51 10-008.004 
5145-009.004 
51 10-006.004 
51 10-006.004 
51 63-004.004 
51 10-008.004 
5067-001.004 
5 1 10-008.004 
51 45-007.004 
51 10-006.004 
51 10-008.004 
5067-001.004 
51 10-006.004 
51 10-006.004 
51 63-004.004 
51 10-006.004 
51 10-006.004 
5145-004.004 
51 10-006.004 
51 10-006.004 
51 10-006.004 
51 10-006.004 
51 10-006.004 
51 10-006.004 

oncentra, 
3orehole 
- 
- 

29-7 
29-7 
33-1 1 

18 
29-7 
16 
16 

34-1 2 
18 
1 

18 
27-5 
16 
18 
I 

16 
16 

34-12 
16 
16 

24-2 
16 
16 
16 
16 
16 
16 - 

in Detected 
Sample 

Depth (ft) 
0-6 
0-6 
0-6 
0-6 
0-6 
0-5 
0-5 

0-5.4 
0-6 

0-6 
0-5 
0-5 
0-6 

0-5.8 
0- 5 
0-5 

0-5.4 
0-5 
0-5 
0-6 
0-5 
0- 5 
0-5 
0-5 
0-5 
0-5 

0-5.8 

Results 

65. 
68. 
236.75 
230. 
58. 
280. 
340. 
196.19 
140. 
38. 
280. 
36. 

1,500. 
470. 
55. 

1,500. 
1,300. 
37.62 
570. 
660. 
350. 
670. 
520. 
760. 
500. 
300. 
550. 

(ug/Kg) 

- 
lualif ier - 

J 
J 
J 
J 
J 
J 
J 
J 
J 
J 
J 
J 

J 

J 

J 

J i 

a- 

c;\ rt; 
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Analyte 

Nitrate/Nitrite as N 

Table 5-4 Metals - Mq 

Aluminum 
Antimony 
Arsenic 
Barium 
Beryllium 
Cadmium 
Calcium 
Chromium 
Cobalt 
Copper 
llron 
l Lead 
Lithium 
/Magnesium 
Manganese 
Mercury 
Molybdenum 
Nickel 
Potassium 
lSeleniurn 
ISilver 
Sodium 
‘Strontium 
Thallium 

Uranium 
,Vanadium 
Zinc 

I 

CAS No. RIN Borehole Sample Result Qualif ie  
Depth (ft) (ug/Kg) 

3 
1-005 98A5163-002.005 32-10 0-5 66.6 i 

rimom Concentration Detected 
CAS No. 

7429-90-5 
7440-36-0 
7440-38-2 
7440-39-3 
7440-41 -7 
7440-43-9 
7440-70-2 
7440-47-3 
7440-48-4 
7440-50-8 
7439-89-6 
7439-92-1 
7439-93-2 
7439-95-4 
7439-96-5 
7439-97-6 
7439-98-7 
7440-02-0 
7440-09-7 
7782-49-2 
7440-22-4 
7440-23-5 
7440-24-6 
7440-28-0 
7440-3 1 -5 
7440-62-2 
7440-62-2 
7440-66-6 

R IN  

98A5080-001.002 
98A5178-008,002 
98A5178-008,002 
98A5110-007.002 
98A5163-001.002 
98A5178-004.002 
98A5110-006.002 
98A5178-008.002 
98A5163-004.002 
98A5178-005.002 
98A5178-006.002 
98A5178-006.002 
98A5178-007.002 
98A5 1 10-008.002 
98A5145-005.002 
98A5163-003.002 
%A51 78-005.002 
98A5178-006.002 
98A5178-005.002 
98A5178-008.002 
98A5163-007.002 
98A5178-006.002 
98A5110-008.002 
98A5163-003.002 
98A5178-006.002 
98A5110-010.002 
98A5110-010.002 
98A5178-005.002 

Table 5-5 Nitrates - Maximum Concentration Detected 

Borehole 

2 
42-20 
42-20 

17 
31-9 
45-23 

16 
42-20 
34-1 2 
46-24 
47-25 
47-25 
48-26 

18 
25-3 
33-1 1 
46-24 
47-25 
46-24 
42-20 
37-1 5 
47-25 

18 
33-1 1 
47-25 

20 
20 

46-24 

Sample 
Depth (ft) 

0- 6 
0-6 
0-6 

0-5.4 
0-6 
0-6 
0-5 
0-6 

0-5.4 
0-6 
0-6 
0-6 
0-6 
0-6 
0-6 
0-6 
0-6 
0-6 
0-6 
0-6 
0-6 
0-6 
0-6 
0-6 
0-6 
0-6 
0-6 
0-6 

Results 

22,700. 
(m!3/Kg) 

6.7 
14. 
102. 
1.7 
1.2 

36. 
21.1 
19.3 

21,800. 
122. 
14.4 

3,250. 
234. 

.49 
8.2 
18.5 

2,160. 
.94 
1.8 

9,750. 
49.3 
1. 
3.1 
1.3 

54.6 
46.9 

22,500. 

lualifier 
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Building 123 Subsurface Soils - Radionuclide Results 
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Building 123 Subsurface Soils - VOC Results 
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Appendix C 

Building 123 Subsurface Soils - Semi-VOC Results 
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Appendix D 

Building 123 Subsurface Soils - Metals Results 
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Appendix E 

Building 123 Subsurface Soils - Nitrate Results 



APPENDIX E 
Building 123 Subsurface Soils 

Nitrate Results 

0-5.8 
0-6 
0-6 
0-6 
0-6 
0-5.8 
0-6 
0-5.7 
0-6 
0-5.2 
0-5 
0-5.6 
0-5 
0-4 
0-4.5 
0-5 
0-5.4 
0-6 
0-5.7 
0-6 
0-4 
0-6 
0-5.6 
0-6 
0-6 
0-6 
0-5 
0-6 
0-6 
0-6 
0-6 
0-5 
0-6 
0-5.4 
0-5.1 
0-6 
0-6 
06 
0-6 
0-6 
0-6 
0-6 
0-6 
0-6 
0-6 
0-6 
0-6 
0-6 

98A5067-001.021 
98A5080-001.009 
98A5080-002.009 
98A5080-003.009 
98A5080-004.009 
98A5080-005.009 
98A5080-006.009 
98A5080-007.009 
98A5080-008.009 
98A5080-009.009 
98A5110-001.005 
98A5110-002.005 
98A5110-003,005 
98A5110-004.005 
98A5110-005.005 
98A5110-006.005 
98A5110-007.005 
98A5110-008.005 
98A5110-009.005 
98A51 10-010.005 
98A5145-001.005 
98A5145-002,005 
98A5 145-003.005 
98A5145-004.005 
98A5145-005.005 
98A5145-006.005 
98A5145-007.005 
98A5145-008.005 
98A5145-009.005 
98A5145-010.005 
98A5163-001.005 
98A5163-002.005 
98A5163-003.005 
98A5163-004.005 
98A5163-005.005 
98A5163-006.005 
98A5163-007.005 
98A5163-008.005 
98A5163-009.005 
98A5163-010.005 
98A5178-001.005 
98A5178-008.005 
98A5178-002.005 
98A5178-003.005 
98A5 1 78-004.005 
98A5178-005.005 
98~5178-006.005 
98A5178-007.005 

NitatelNitrite as N 
NitatelNitrite as N 
Nitate/Nitrite as  N 
NitatelNitrite as N 
NitatelNitrite as N 
NitatelNitrite as N 
NitatelMitrite as N 
NitatelNitrite as N 
Nitatelhlitrite as N 
Nitate/Nitrite as  N 
NitatelNitrite as N 
NitatelNitrite as N 
NitateINitrite as N 
NitatelNitrite as N 
NitatelNitrite as N 
NitatelNitrite as N 
Nitate/Nitrite as  N 
NitatelNitrite as N 
NitatelNitrite as N 
Nitate/Nitrite as N 
Nitate/Nitrite as N 
NitatelNitrite as N 
Nitate/Nitrite as N 
Nitate/Nitrite as N 
Nitate/Nitrite as N 
NitatelNitrite as N 
Nitate/Nitrite as  N 
NitatelNitrite as  N 
NitatelNitrite as N 
NitateINitrite as  N 
NitatelNitrite as N 
NitatelNitrite as N 
NitatelNitrite as N 
NitaWNitrite as N 
NitatdNitrite as N 
NitatdNitrite as N 
NitatelNitrite as N 
Nitate/Nitrite as N 
NitatelNitrite as  N 
NitatelNitrite as N 
NitatelNitrite as N 
NitatelNitrite as  N 
NitatelNitrite as N 
NitatelNitrite as N 
Nitate/Nitrite as N 
NitatelNitrite as  N 
NitatelNitrite as  N 
NitatelNitrite as  N 

- 
ffesute 

1 
28 
1 
11 
1 
41 
54 
1 
13 
1 

1 
1 2  
1 
1 04 
3 17 
1 49 

1 95 
1 78 
1 
1 2  
1 4  
2.2 
1 6  
3 8  
7 9  
5 3  
3 9  
2 7  

16 2 

66 6 
3 3  

6.2 
3 7  

4 5  
1 9  
2 98 
2.39 

11 5 

a 98 

7 8  

I O .  

39.6 
15 9 

52.9 
24 4 
14 5 
38.8 

1 56 

- 

U 
6 
U 
6 
U 
0 

U 
6 
U 
U 

U 

U 
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1 749247.7 
2 7491 73.9 

Building 123 Actual Sample Location Survey Eleva 
1 Description I Northing I Eastinq 1 Elevation i - I 

2081785.7 I 6029.7 
2081 772.4 1 6033.4 

7 
8 
9 

t 3 I 749126.3 I 2081800.2 I 6031.1 
4 1 749146.5 I 2081784.5 I 6032.2 

749070.5 2081792.2 I 6032.4 
749101.3 2081776.9 I 6032.7 
74901 4.8 2081754.9 6033.1 

- .  . . -  -. 

5 approx. I 749144.9 I 2081772.7 I 6033.8 I 

c 11 749050.3 1 2081 663.9 6034.5 

* 12 748994.6 I 2081682.4 6034.3 
13 749082.1 I 2081682.4 1 6035.3 

t 6033.0 1 6 1 749048.7 I 2081785.2 I 

15 
16 
17 

749113.6 I 208161 0.4 6034.9 
749165.0 I 2081605.6 6035.2 
749199.6 I 2081607.4 I 6035.5 

10 1 749028.1 I 2081732.0 I 6033.8 

20 I 749117.4 
21 I 749127.2 

2081713.0 6035.1 
2081 682.7 6035.3 

. .  

t 6034.8 14 1 749065.4 1 2081611.8 1 

19 I 749231.4 2081725.5 6033.3 

I .~ 

t 2081688.2 I 6033.6 18 I 749232.3 I 

22 749004.0 
23- 1 749087.6 

2081 608.6 6035.6 
2081658.9 6035.6 

, _ _  
L 

_.__ - 

27-5 I 749138.8 I 2081658.0 I 6035.6 
I 

** 
24-2 
25-3 
26-4 

I ~. ~ 

I 6035.5 31-9 1 749194.9 I 2081630.3 I 

7491 00.0 2081658.1 6035.6 
7491 12.3 2081 657.4 6035.6 
749095.7 2081657.2 6035.6 

28-6 
29-7 
30-8 

I 37-1 5 I 749217.2 1 2081696.5 I 6035.6 
38- 16 I 749214.8 I 2081699.6 I 6035.6 

749147.3 2081654.7 6035.5 
749202.1 2081 621.9 6035.5 
749202.9 2081625.3 1 6035.5 

c 39-1 7 1 749208.2 I 2081723.0 I 6035.5 
I I 

32- 10 
33-1 1 
34- 12 
35-13 
36-14 

7491 87.6 2081642.4 6035.5 
749171.6 2081653.2 6035.6 
749214.6 2081659.8 6035.6 
749206.4 ] 2081 680. t 6035.6 
749213.7 I 2081680.8 6035.6 

In Points 

40-1 8 1 749175.7 2081724.8 6035.5 
41 -1 9 749164.6 2081 724.9 6035.6 
42-20 7491 81 .O 2081 701.9 6035.5 
43-21 749189.5 2081765.5 6035.6 
44-22 I 749169.7 2081765.7 I 6035.5 

3- 
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123 Boreholes 
08/06/98 

ate Listing (State Plane) 

I 45-23 1 749142.3 1 2081765.6 I 6035.5 1 



46-24 
47-25 
48-26 

749062.5 2081721.4 6035.6 
749096.1 2081728.2 6035.4 
7491 31.7 2081 738.5 6035.6 
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@d$yjl4’; Common .Data Qualifiers 
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Description 

Thi\ annotation is utilized to indicate that a T I C  is a suspected aldol- 
iondcnsaiinn product formed during sample processing and caution should 
hc applicd i i i  inkrprating these results 

~~ 

Thi< qualifier I \  uscd when the analyte is found in the associated blank and 
111 tiic <ample 
warn5 the data w e r  to use c w u o n  when hppplyinz thc results of this 
analyte 

I t  i n d a t e s  possible o r  probable blank contamination and 

Below Quaniltation Limit (BQL) indicates the compound was  not detected 
in Ihe *ample above the practical quanritation limit 

Indicates that a pesticide identification has heen confirmed utilizing GC/MS 
techniques 

Indicates t h c  sample extract was diluted hy the factor listed due to the 
sample mntrix and/or concentration levels 
practical quantiution limits for the particular sample are therefore 
incrcnscd hy this dilution factor. 

All method derection limits or 

Indicates that the concentration of the specific compound exceeded the 
calibration range of the instrument for that particular analysis. 

Indicates an esr imatd  value. T h i s  is used either when estimating a 
concentration for TICS or when mass spectral data indicate the presence of  
a compound that meets die identification criteria hut the result is less then 
the sample quantitation limit. 

T h e  Method Detection Limit (MDL) is defined as the minimum 
coiicentratinn of a substance that can  b e  measured and reported with 99 
percent confidence that the analyte concentration is greater than zero.  

~ 

Indicates the compound o r  analyte was not detected i n  the sample above  
die method detection limit or the practical quantitation limit for the 
panicular analysis 

T h c  PraLtiLal Qriantttation Limit (PQL) is the lowest level that can  b e  
reliably a ~ h i c v e d  uithrn specified limits of precrston and accuracy during 
routine operating conditions 

~ 

Indicates the coinpound was  analyzed for,  but was not detected in. the 
rainple ahove the applicable quantirarion limit 
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. . . protecting the environment 
, Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site 
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CORRES. CONTROL 
LTA. NO. 

CLG-029-98 
September 28, 1998 

Kent A. Dorr 
Building 130 
Kaiser-Hill 
P. 0. Box 464 
Golden, CO 80402-0464 

Subject: ENVIRONMENTAL RANKING OF THE BUILDING 123 - CLG-029-98 

The purpose of this letter is to inform you that the Environmental Restoration (ER) ranking of 
the Building 123 site has been completed. Included with this letter is a copy of the ER ranking 
spreadsheet. A copy of the final pre-remedial investigation report (Data Summary Report) was 
provided to you on September 25, 1998. 

This completes the September 30, 1998 RFCA milestone requirements. 

If you have any questions or need additional information feel free to contact me. 

CLAS~~C~T ION :  Project Manager 
Construction Projects - 
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CONCRETE SAMPLING AND ANALYSIS PLAN 
TO CHARACTERIZE 

THE BUILDING 123 SLAB 

1.0 INTROOUCTION 

1.1 Purpose 

The purpose of this document is to provide a Sampling and Analysis (SAP) for the radiological 
characterization of the Building 123 concrete slab, pursuant to the Proposed Action Memorandum 
(PAM) for the Decommissioning of Building 723 (RMRS 1997a). 

The objective of the SAP is to define specific data needs, sampling and analysis requirements, 
data handling procedures, and associated project QNQC requirements to demonstrate that 
residual radioactive materials existing in the Building 123 slab are below levels appropriate for 
unrestricted release with respect to 4-U50-REP-1006 Radiological Characterization of Bulk or 
Volume Materials. If necessary, areas will be decontaminated, managed as radioactive material, 
or released in a restricted manner. The SAP defines activities that will occur in conjunction with 
efforts outlined in the Close-out Radiological Survey Plan for the Building 123 Cluster (RMRS, 
1997b). All work will be performed in accordance with the RMRS Oualiv Assurance Program 
Description(QA PD)(RM RS 1 997c). 

1.2 Background 

1.2.1 Physical Description 

Building 123 is located on Central Avenue between Third and Fourth Streets at the Rocky Flats 
Environmental Technology Site (RFETS, Figure 1.1). Building 123 was erected in 1953 with 
additions completed in 1968, 1972 and 1989. The 75-room facility covers approximately 19,000 
square feet and is constructed of mostly concrete with an asphalt roof. The floor slab is 
composed of poured-in-place, reinforced concrete, six to eight inches thick, with a barrier on a 
grave! base (RMRS 1997d). 

1.2.1.1 Source Pits 

Cylindrical, concrete lined pits were installed during the original construction for the storage of 
radioactive sources for dosimetry. Three different types of pits were constructed as described 
below and indicated in Figure 1.2: 

1. Type A: approximately 18' deep x 19" diameter 
2. Type B: 16" deep x l2# diameter 
3. Type 0: 8" deep x 6" diameter 

1 2.1.2 Floor Drains 

Floor drains were installed to divert liquid process waste through OPWL P-2 to Building 374 for 
treatment (Figure 1.2). 

1.2.1.3 Secondary Containment SumpdAccess Pits 

Interconnected, secondary containment surnpdaccess pits for the process waste lines were 
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Figure 1.1 Building 1 
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Figure 1.2 Locations of Abandoned Floor Drains and Pits in Building 123 
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installed in Rooms 156,157, and 158 during the 1972 west wing addition (see Figure 1.2), 

Dimensions of the sumps are described below: 

1. Room 156: 4’ x 4’ x 4’-2” deep 
2. Room 157: 4’x6’x5’deep 
3. Room 158: 4’ x 4’ x 5’-3“ deep 

Process waste exits the building from the sump in Room 158 through underground pipe P-1 to 
Valve Vault 18. The floor of all three sumps is 4” thick and the walls are 8” reinforced concrete. 
The sumps were coated with epoxy paint in approximately 1992. 

1.2.1.4 Process Waste Pump Sumps 

Three concrete sumps were installed in 1974 to house process waste pumps as part of the 
overhead process waste system. Two sumps were installed in the 8uilding 123 courtyard and 
one sumps was installed in Room 124. Dimensions of the sumps are described below: 

1. Waste Pumping Station P-5 (outside Room 125): approximately 4’ x 3’ x 2’ deep 
2, Waste Pumping Station P-6 (outside Room 1 12): approximately 4’ x 3’ x 2’ deep 
3. Waste Pumping Station P-1 (Room 124): 1’-11” x 1’4” x 11” deep. 

The floor of the sumps is 6“ thick and the walls are 4” reinforced concrete. Each of the sumps are 
overlain by a quarter-inch-thick steel cover. 

1.2.2 Building Operating History 

Analytical laboratory, dosimetry and instrument calibration activities have been conducted in 
Building 123 since construction in 1953. Building 123 once housed medical research, generating 
approximately 95 percent of the building waste, until such operations were relocated to Building 
122. The remaining five percent was generated through repair and calibration of radiation 
detection instruments and process of thermoluminescent dosimeters (TLOs) and film badges. 

Analytical laboratory procedures involved the digestion of samples to purify and concentrate the 
radiological constituents. Sample preparation operations generated the bulk of the building 
waste. Combustibles, rubber gloves, and broken glass generated in the Radioactive Materials 
Management Areas (RMMAs) were placed in Satellite Accumulation Areas (SAAs) for eventual 
handling as low level waste (LLW). Various sample waste and rinse solutions were washed 
down the process drain for subseauent treatment in Buildina 774 (Buildina 374 after 1983). 
Various isotopes of plutonium (Pu); americium (Am), uraniu; (U), and curi’um (Cm) were handled 
in Building 123. 

1.2.2.1 Source Pits 

Source pits were used to store radioactive sources for dosimetry activities. Prior to 1966 a spill cl 
cesium-contaminated liquid occurred in the vicinity of one of the Type A pits in Room 109C. The 
pits were abandoned and filled with concrete in approximately 1970, just prior to construction of 
the west wing. No further action was initiated to address consequences of the spill. 

1.2.2.2 Floor Drains 

Floor drains concentrated in the north central area of Building 123 (Figure 1.2) directed liquid 
process wastes to the process waste system. Most of the drains fed to process waste pumps 

e 
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which pumped the wastes into the overhead process waste tines and eventually to underground 
line P-2. Other drains fed directly to P-2. When P-2 was properly abandoned in 1982, the floor 
drains were filled to the slab surface with concrete. 

1.2.2.3 Secondary Containment Sumps/Access Pits 

The secondary containment sumpdaccess pits in Rooms 156,157, and 158 served as the final 
junction of process wastes before the wastes exit the building through underground line P-1. The 
pits are currently active and will be utilized until RCRA closure of the overhead process waste 
lines and active underground line P-1 has been completed. 

1.2.1.4 Process Waste Pump Sumps 

Sumps were installed to house process waste pumps which directed liquid process waste to line 
P-2. The pumps were decommissioned in 1974 and removed from the sumps, which are currently 
empty. 

2.0 CONTAMINANTS OF CONCERN (COCs) 

During the past forty-four years, building operations (primarily analytical laboratory operations) . 
may have contributed, in varying degrees, to the deposition of radioactive contamination within 
the building. The presence of radioactive contamination above the unrestricted release criteria 
defined in 4-ROl-03.02, Radiological Requirements for Unrestricted Release was confirmed in 
Rooms 105, 106, 109 and 123A (Table 2.0) during reconnaissance-level characterization surveys 

Table 2.0 Summary of Radiological Survey Results above Unrestricted Release Limits 
(in dpm/lOO ern+ 

Removable 1 Total 

Room Number I Alpha Beta Alpha 1 Beta/Gamma 

124,200 
Electroplating Prep. 

a The Unrestricted Release Limit dor beWgamna emitters is t OOO d p r r v d  ( r m e ) .  

of the building. The potential for undetected residual radioactivity in excess of the release criteria 
varies throughout the building. Interviews with site employees indicated that a cesium spill 
occurred in Room 109, and undocumented thorium research was performed in Room 105. Scoping 
surveys conducted in May through July 1997 revealed elevated levels of radioactivity in both 
areas. The isotopic composition of the detected radioactivity was confirmed in a series of in-situ 
gamma spectroscopic measurements performed in August 1997. Based on the history of the 
building, most of the contamination was determined to be ThoriUm-232. Locations in Room 109 
were determined to contain Cesium-137. 



CONCRETE SAMPLING AND ANALYSIS PLAN 
TO CHARACTERIZE THE 
THE BUILDING 123 SL48 

Rev. 0. Page 6 of 14 
Date Effective: 12/17/97 

The following Contaminants have been identified for Building 123: 

* Pu-242, Pu-239, U-232, U-234, U-238, Am-241 and Cm-244; radioactive tracers used during 
bioassay analysis. 

Cs-137, spill, Room 109, confirmed via in-situ gamma spectroscopy. 

Th-232 and associated decay products, research and development Room 105, confirmed via 
in-situ gamma spectroscopy. 

The following isotopes mentioned in the Reconnaissance Level Characterization Report for 
Building 123 have been ruled out as potential contaminants of concern: 

H-3, in the form of HTO in concentrations up to 1000 dpm/ml used as a standard for liquid 
scintillation analysis. A review of the Historical Release Report for the Rocky Flats Plant, 
(DOE 1992) and interviews with past building occupants failed to identify spills or reteases 
involving tritium. If an undocumented spill had occurred, it is highly unlikely that residual tritium 
contamination would exceed the release criteria because the process of evaporation and 
relatively short half-life would limit the resulting contamination levels. 

H-3, in gaseous form is not expected to result in surface contamination. 

Ni-63, Sr-90, Ba-133, Gd-148 , Pb-210 and Cf-250 in the form of electroplated and sealed 
check sources. The integrity of electroplated and sealed suurces are verified semi-annually in 
accordance with HSP 1 -P21 -HSP-18.04 Control of Radioactive Sources and are not 
expected to result in radioactivity contamination of the building. 

3.0 DATA QUALITY OBJECTIVES 

EPA has established a process to direct Superfund decision-making as the basis for developing 
DQOs. DQOs are designed to ensure that the type, quantity, and quality of environmental data 
used in decision making are appropriate for the intended application. The data must also facilitate 
appropriate remedial measures for mitigating risk. Data requirements to support this project were 
developed and are implemented in the project using criteria established in Guidance for the Data 
Quality Objective Process, QNG-4 (EPA 1994). 

The DQO process contains seven sequential steps which are rationalized below. 

1, State the Problem 

The problem is the uncertainty of the presence or absence of radioactive constituents in Building 
123 concrete slab. The purpose of the SAP is to collect field data to identify and delineate the 
extent of any radioactive Contamination to support unrestricted release of the building slab. 
Primary COCs are defined in Section 2.0. 

2. Identify the Decision 

The decision is to characterize the buijding slab and determine if all, none, or parts of the slab 
meet unrestricted release criteria defined in Step 3. All materials that do not meet the unrestricted 
release criteria, including concrete and associated rebar, conduit, and piping materials will be 
managed as radioactive waste. 
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U233 

U234 

U235 

u23a 

Pu239 

Pu240 

Th228, Th230, 
Csl37 

3. Identify the Inputs to the Decision 

lsotopics by Alpha Module RCOl-6 1.0 pcvg 

lsotopics by Alpha Module RCO1 -E 1.0 pcug 

lsotopics by Alpha Module RCO1-B 1.0 pci/g 

Spectroscopy 

Spectroscopy 

Spectroscopy 

lsotopics by Alpha Module RCOl -6 1.0 pCi/g 
Spectroscopy 

lsotopics by Alpha Module RCOl -E 0.3 pCVg 
Spectroscopy 

lsotopics by Alpha Module RCO1-B 0.3 pCi/g 
Spectroscopy 

1.0 pCi/g lsotopics by Gamma a 
Spectroscopy I 

The following information will be required to resolve the decision: 

Historical Information, including COCs defined in Section 2.0. 
Media Sampling (as outlined in Section 4.0) 
A radiologicat survey as defined in the Close-out Radiological Survey Plan for the Building 
123 Cluster (RMRS, 1997b) 

The sample frequency required to allow an unrestricted release relies heavily upon a judgmental 
sampling strategy, determined with respect to hand-held radiological survey results and process 
knowledge (see Section 4.1 ), Currently, no regulatory guidelines define release criteria for 
concrete material. Thus, direction will be derived from 4-U50-REP-1006 Radiological 
Characterization of Bulk or Volume Materials, which requires collection and analysis of one or more 
samples to represent background levels for a particular matrix and environment. A comparison is 
made of the background sample results with those of the remaining samples. Radiological 
Engineering personnel then evaluate the materials for disposal. If the remaining samples indicate 
no measurable increase in COCs, then the material may be released for unrestricted use under 
DOE Order 5400.5, Radiation Protection of the Public and the Environment. All statistical testing 
used to show that the waste is indistinguishable from background will be calculated based on 
sample results. Background sample location and frequency are discussed in Section 4.1. - .  

COCs, analysis method names and method detection limits defined by the contract laboratory 
are indicated in Table 3.0. 

Table 3.0 Analysis Methods, Method Detection Limits for Contaminants of Concern at 
Building 123. 

m 
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4. Define the Study Boundaries 

The methodology contained in this document applies only to the Building 123 slab. Coring 
activities will occur only after normal working hours (after 1730) as not to impede asbestos strrp- 
out and other decommissioning activities. The work is to be completed before demolition of 
Building 123. 

5. Develop a Decision Rule 

Data collected during this project will be evaluated by Radiological Engineering in accordance with 
4-U50-REP-1006 Radiological Characterization of Bulk or Volume Materials. Exceedances of 
recommended allowable release limits will be evaluated for possible removal of parts or all of the 
slab. 

6. Specify Tolerable Limits on Decision Errors 

Sample locations were assigned according to areas defined in Section 4.1 to provide a thorough 
radiological characterization, In addition, error rates for data collected during this study are 
incorporated into the detection limits for the analysis parameters. Acceptable levels of decision 
errors will be used as the basis for establishing the quantity and quality of data needed to 
support the proper disposition of the Building 123 slab. Upper Confidence Limits (UCLs) will be- 
calculated based on sample results. 

0 7. Optimize the Design 

During corinq activities, an attempt will be made to ensure that actual sarndina locations will 
closely correspond to the locations indicated in Figure 4.1. In the unlikely evefit that material other 
than concrete is encountered during coring activities, the sample location will be moved to a point 
within a six-inch radius of the original location, and the waste material will be disposed as 
specified in Section 8.2. 

Data will be analyzed and evaluated by Radiological Engineering with respect to 4-U50-REP- 
1006 Radiological Characterization of Bulk or Volume MateMs. Evaluation of sample analyses 
may warrant a source rernovat action or collection of additional samples. I f  required, the data will 
also be the basis for corrective measure design. 

4.0 SAMPLING ACTIVITIES 

4.1 Sample Location and Frequency 

The sampling event wilt focus on the Building 123 concrete slab. Any locations outside of the 
building (Le., waste pumping station sumps in the Building 123 courtyard) will be sampled as part 
of the soil sampling effort after the building has been demolished. 

Thi -eight (38) bcations will be sampled; field duplicates will be collected at two of the locations 

to affected and unaffected areas. Affected areas have potential radioactive contamination (based 
on historical reviews) or known radioactive contamination (based on results summarized in Table 
2.0). Such areas include locations where radioactive materials were used and stored, where 
records indicate spills, or other unusual Occurrences that could have resulted in the spread of 
contarnination. Areas immediately surrounding or adjacent to locations where radioactive materials 
were used, stored, or spilled are included in this classification due to the potential for inadvertent 

to e ? ect a total of forty (40) samples (see Section 4.4). Locations were determined with respect 
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spread of contamination. The investigation will focus on the following affected areas: 

0 immediately adjacent to locations of abandoned floor drains; 

locations of source pits; a sample will collected directly adjacent from the pit; 0 

e within sumps/access pits; and 

e areas of reported surface spills, including Room 1096; 

All areas not classified as affected will be labeled unaffected. These areas are not expected to 
contain residual radioactivity, based on knowledge of site history, including room use and 
previous survey information. The following areas are considered to be unaffected: 

e Rooms 101,10lA, l02,102A, 107,107A, 107B,113;113A, 1138,115,119, 119A, 1198, 
122,123,123A, 126,126A, 126C, 128,131C, l32,133,133A, 1338, 135, 140A. 141, 
142,143,143A, 144,146,147,149,150,151,155,155A, 1558,159,160,161, 162, 
162A, 1628,163, and 165; and 

e All hallways. 

The samples will be composed of concrete, with a diameter of one inch and cored to a depth of 
two inches. Two cores will be collected at each location to ensure that enough material is 
collected to properly analyze the samples for constituents defined in Section 4.6. Figure 4.1 
indicates sample locations. 

One background sample will be collected in Rooms 101 A, 131 C, and 135. The locations were 
selected based on the following process knowledge: 

e the locations represent portions of the original slab; 

Rooms 101 A, 131 C, and 135 were used only as office areas since original construction of 
the building; and 

limits (see Section 2.0). 

4.2 Sample Designation 

The site standard sample numbering system will be implemented in this project. A simple, 
unique, alphanumeric location code will be assigned to each sample while in the field. The 
number will include the current year, building number, room number and sequential sample number 
(Le. 97-8123-109C.1). Prior to sample collection, locations will be marked on the building slab 
with fluorescent spray paint. Sample numbers will be assigned to the project by the Rocky Flats 
Environmental Database System (RFEDS) Group. In preparation of the final report, a matrix ~ 1 '  

be developed to correlate the individual sample numbers to location codes. 

4.3 Site Preparation 

On December 1 1, 1997, all sample locations were marked with paint. On December 15 and 16 

e room-by-room radiological surveys indicated no radiological contamination above detection 
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Figure 4.1 Concrete Sampling Locations e 
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1997, a survey was conducted using a Ground-Penetrating Radar (GPR) which can indicate 
electrical conduit, piping, and rebar. The survey detected a layer of concrete reinforcement at 
approximately three to four inches below slab surface. The reinforcement is composed of rebar in 
an eight-inch to one-foot square grid pattern. In some cases the reinforcement was composed of 
a steel mesh. No evidence of rebar, electrical conduit or piping were detected at depths less than 
three inches. 

An Activity Hazard Analysis (AHA) has been prepared to identify and address job-specific 
safety concerns specific to concrete sampling activities. 

4.4 Sample Collection 

Cores will be collected using the Hilty OD-1 00 Corer, a rotary-type, wet coring system. A 
portable, manually-pressurized container feeds water to the bit system, which includes a one- 
inch-diameter, diamond-impregnated core bit. The corer will be mounted on a portable stand 
which is held to the floor surface by vacuum pressure supplied by a vacuum pump. The slurry 
produced by coring will be contained by a slurry collection system used in conjunction with a 
wet/dry shop vacuum. Thus, little or no airborne emissions will be produced during coring 
activities. The instruction manual provided by the equipment manufacturer will be used to 
properly operate the drill. At each location, prior to coring activities, a 3-inch hole will be cut into a 
3x3-foot sheet of visquine to be placed on the floor over the sample point. The visquine will aid . 
in the cleanup of any waste produced by the core drill that is not collected by the wetldry 
vacuum. 

A minimum of 1259 of material will be placed in a 4-ounce glass jar for gross alphdgross beta 
screen; a minimum of 25Og of material will be placed in an 8-ounce glass jar for the isotopics 
analyses. The sample jars will be labeled and handled according to OPS-F0.10 Receiving, 
Labeling, and Handling Environmental Containers . 
An RCT will scan personnel, cores, and equipment with a portable Electra scintillation counter. 
The instrument will be calibrated and maintained in accordance with applicable instrumentation 
procedures listed in Section 6.0 of the Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site Radiological 
Operating lnstructions (DOE, 1997). Radioactive sources used for the purpose of calibration will 
be traceable to the National institute of Standards and Technology (NIST). 

Periodic checks of instrument response will be performed to assure that calibration and 
background have not changed. Following calibration, instrument response will be determined and 
acceptable range of response established. Instrument response tests will be performed and 
documented typically prior to beginning the daily measurements to assure continued acceptable 
operation. If the instrument response does not satisfy the established acceptable range, the 
instrument will be removed from service until the source of the deviation can be determined and 
resolved and acceptable response again demonstrated. If repair and/or recalibration is 
necessary, acceptable response ranges will be reestablished and documented. 

Two field duplicates will be collected to represent at least five percent of the sample batch to 
provide adequate information on sample variability, as defined in Guidance for Data Quality 
Objectives Process (EPA 1994). Locations of duplicates will be determined in the field. 

All reusable equipment will be decontaminated in accordance with 5-21 OOO-OPS-FO.03, General 
Equipment Decontamination, Section 5.3, Cieaning Procedures for Stainless Steel or Metal 
Sampling Equipment. Health and safety requirements are specified in the Building 123 
Decommissioning Project Health and Safety Plan (HASP, RMRS 1997e). Personal protective 
equipment (PPE) and air monitoring requirements, and hazard assessments not othetwise defined a. 
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in the Building 123 PAM are addressed in the Building 123 HASP. Air monitoring requirements and 
hazard assessments not otherwise defined in the Buildrng 123 PAM are addressed in the Building 
123 HASP. 

4.5 Personal Protective Equipment (PPE) 

A graded approached will be employed when donning PPE. Level C PPE will initially be worn 
during coring activities and may be upgraded or downgraded under the direction of the RCT. PPE 
requirements are also defined in the associated AHA. 

4.6 Sample Handling and Analysis 

Samples will be handled according to Environmental Management Department Operating 
Procedures Volume/ Field Operations, OPS-FO. 13, Contamerization, Presewing, Handling, and 
Shipping of Soil and Water Samples, Volume I ,  and OPS-F0.10, Receiving, Labeling, and 
Handling of Environmental Containers. Samples will be hand-delivered to the Analytical Projects 
Office (APO), who will first submit the samples to the onsite laboratory for gross alphdgross 
beta screens. The results will be reviewed by Radiological Engineering, who will determine if the 
samples can leave the site by comparing the results with the corresponding Minimum Detectable 
Activity (MOA) values. Radiological Engineering will evaluate the sample results for unrestricted 
release through a Property Release Evaluation (PRE). Upon approval, samples can then be 
submitted to an offsite, EPA-approved laboratory for analysis under a two-week result 
turnaround time. Samples will be analyzed for isotopic uranium and plutonium by alpha 
spectroscopy and for cesium and thorium by gamma spectroscopy. 

5.0 DATA MANAGEMENT 

A project field logbook will be created and maintained by the project manager or designee in 
accordance with 2-S47-ER-ADM-05.15 Use of Field Logbooks and Forms. The logbook will 
include time and date of all field activities, sketch maps of sample locations, or any additional 
information not specifically required by the SAP. The field logbook will also be used to document 
any unforseen event or necessary changes made to the SAP while in the field. The originator will 
legibly sign and date each completed original hard copy of data. A peer reviewer will examine 
each completed original hard copy of data. Any modifications will be indicated in ink, and initialed 
and dated by the reviewer. Logbooks will be controlled through document control. 

Data for this project will be collected, entered, and stored in a secure, controlled, and retrievable 
environment in accordance with RM-06.04 Administrative Record Document Identification and 
Control. Results will be compiled into a sampling and analysis report. The expected percentage 
of characterization data validation required for the project is 25 percent. Location and analytical 
data will be entered into and stored in the Geographical Information System (GIS) files. 

6.0 QUALITY ASSURANCE 

Analytical data collected in support of this investigation will be evaluated using the guidance 
established by 2-G32-ER-ADM-08.02 Evaluation of ERM Data for Usability in final Reports. 
This procedure establishes the guidelines for evaluating analytical data with respect to precision. 
accuracy, representativeness, completeness, and comparability (PARCC) parameters. For 
preckion, the typical relative percent difference been samples and duplicates is less than or 
equal to 40% for solid media such as concrete or soil. Duplicates comprise at least 5% of the total 
sample batch. Accuracy is the responsibility of the laboratory. Comparability will be evaluated 
by comparing historical data with data collected during this event and will be followed in 
accordance to €PA regulations and Waste Acceptance Criteria, through which data will be 

- 
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validated. Completeness (goo/, of valid data) will be evaluated by comparing the SAP to the 
actual sampling episode. 

7.0 SCHEDULE 

Sample collection and analyses will be conducted before building demolition. 

8.0 ADDITIONAL ACTIVITIES 

8.1 Abandonment of Coreholes 

The Building 123 slab is expected to remain in place following completion of demolition activities. 
All coreholes will be filled with a plug of non-shrinking bentonite slurry. 

8.2 Slab Remediation 

Remediation options are defined in Section 3.0 and In the Close-Out Radiological Survey Plan for 
the Building 723 Cluster (RMRS 1997b) 

8.3 Disposition of Waste 

Coring activities will generate approximately twenty gallons of slurry waste which may contain a 
combination of radioactive, hazardous and mixed wastes. Wastes consisting of asbestos- 
containing floor tiles, plastic, tools, PPE, a.nd other materials associated with coring activities will 
also be a source of waste. Contaminated waste will be characterized and handled by a qualified 
waste generator who will support decontamination specialists and radiation control technicians to 
identify and segregate hazardous or low level waste. Drums or boxes will be provided by the 
Waste Disposal group. Waste packaging technicians will package and label the waste and 
arrange for radioactive waste to be certified. The Project Waste Coordinator will work with the 
certification personnel and prepare all required documentation. Liquid waste generated during 
decontamination of sampling and associated equipment will be flushed down an accessible 
process waste drain or collected in drums and shipped to Building 374 for processing. Solid 
waste will be managed by the Waste Disposal group and moved to a temporary staging area 
immediately adjacent to the site to be placed in rolloff containers until proper disposition is 
determined. 

9.0 REFERENCES 

DOE, 1997 Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site Radiological Operating Instructions , 
March. 

DOE 1996, Rocky Flats Cleanup Agreement, Final. July. 

DOE 1992, Historical Release Report for the Rocky Flats Plant. 

DOE Order 5400.5, Radiation Protection of the Pubic and the Environment. 

EPA 1994, Guidance for Data Quality Objectives Process, EPA QNG-4, September. 

Gilbert 1 987 Statistical Methods for Environmental Pollution Monitoring. 

RMRS 1997a, Proposed Action Memorandum for the Decommissioning of Building 123, May. 
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RMRS 7 997c, RMRS Quality Assurance Program Description (QAPD). 

RMRS 1 9974, Reconnaissance level Characterization Report for 8uildIng 123, October. 

RMRS 1997e, Building 723 Decommissioning Project Health and Safety Plan, June. 
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Urunlwn 238 1,42E.tM 2.97EG 1 

9802321 - 10 Plutonhm239/240 

1.25E-01 
1.10E-01 
8.92E-02 

1.57E-0 1 
1.31E-01 
9.36E-02 

1.42E-01 
8.47E-02 
1 .c!4E-t31 

1 .a3€-01 
3.78E-m 
3.78E-02 

1 ,ME41 
1 .MM1 
4.61 E-02 

1 .ME-o1 
1 .CUE41 
4 B E G ?  

1.47M1 
1.3dE-o 1 
1 36E-01 

1 ,lbf-OI 
9.45E-02 
1.33E-01 

0.30 

1 .a3 
1 .m 
1 .w 
0.30 

1 ,m 

1 .m 
1 .m 

0.30 

1 .M 

1 *co 

0.30 

1 .m 

1 .m 
1 .a 
1 .a3 

0.30 

1 .m 
1 .oo 
1 .m 

0.30 

1 .m 
1 .m 
1 .m 

0,30 

1 .m 
1 .M 
1 .a3 

0.30 

1 .M 
1 .m 
i .m 

0.30 

102.98 

102.98 
102.98 

103.82 
1oQ.82 
100.82 

90.85 
90.65 
98.85 

99.45 
99.45 
99.45 

100.68 
100.68 
100.68 

98.2 

98.2 
98.2 

105.19 
105.19 
105.19 

106 
106 
lob 



Uranlum 233/234 
Uranium 235 
Uranlum 238 

9802321 -1 1 Plut0d~m239/240 

Uronlurn 233/234 
Uranium 235 
UrQnlum 236 

9802321 -1 2 Plutonl~239/240 

uranlurn 233/234 
Uranlurn 235 
Uranlum 238 

9802321-\3 PIutonlum-239R4Q 

Uranium 233J234 
Uranlurn 235 
Urmlum 238 

9802921-14 f'i~tOnl~1~1-239/260 

Urmlum 233/234 
U r a n l u m  235 
Urantum 238 

9am3zi-15 PlufonItrm-239/240 

uranm233/234 
Uranlum 235 
Urmlum 238 

980232 1-1 6 PI utOnlUrn239/24O 

Uranlurn 233/234 
Urmlum 235 
uranium 238 

QC4887M BLANK 

~ ~ 4 8 ~ 7 6 5  DUP 

QC488766 LCS 

QC488773 BLANK Umnlum 233/234 
Urantum 235 

3/16/98 

1.13Ei-03 
1.43E-01 
I .32E+00 

1.07€+00 
1.03E-01 
1.37E+M 

1.27Em 
5.37E-02 
1.32Em 

1 .%E& 
1.16E-01 
1 .42wo  

1.12€+01 
5.98E.O 1 
1.20E41 

162Ei-00 
7.71M2 
1.74E+00 

1 .&Ea 
3.88w2 
1 .42Em 

4.02E-02 

-1.17EM 

1.74E+00 

1.69~41 
3.05E-02 

3.1 1E-01 

3.04E-01 
i . ~ ~ E - Q I  

2.496-01 
7.63E-02 
2.80M1 

2.BoE01 
7.2AM2 
2 . B W 1  

3.01 €41 
9.48E-02 
3.02E-01 

7,96E-O1 
1 d5E-01 
8.25E-01 

3.1 OE-01 
7.71E-02 
3.21 E41 

2.94 €4 1 
5.49E42 
2.92E-01 

3.226-02 

5. I5E-Q2 

2.16E-01 

1 .ME41 
5 b0EM 

- _  _ _ _  

3.42E-01 
2.633E-01 
2.04E-01 

1 .@EO 1 
3.WE-02 
1.09E-01 

1 S E - 0  1 
1 . a 4 1  
9.2AE-02 

1 .%E41 
1.23E01 
9.95E-02 

1.09Eill 
8.85E-02 
3.99E-m 

4.18E-02 
1.14E-01 
4.1 8E02 

9.33E-02 
9.33E-02 
9.33E-02 

1.82E-02 

1 -27E-01 

9.39E-02 

1 -I3E01 
1.13E-01 

1 .M 
1 .co 
1 .m 

0.30 

1 .m 
1 .oo 
1 .M 

0.30 

1 .M 
1 .a0 
1 .oo 
0.30 

1 .m 
'1 .m 
1 .M 

0.30 

1 .oo 
1 .oo 
1-00 

0.30 

1 .m 
1 .M) 
1 .oo 
0.30 

1 .oo 
1 .oo 
1 .oo 
0.30 

0.30 

0.30 

1 .oo 
1 .w 

. " - "  

80.86 e 
80.86 
80.86 

94.15 
94.15 
94.15 

95.4 
95.4 
95.4 

96.93 
96.93 
96.93 

92.03 
92.03 
92.03 

95.51 
95.51 
95.5 1 

22.02 

64.46 

22.29 

101.14 
101.14 



Sample QC Results Summary 
3t  I 6/98 

Uranium 238 -7.63E-03 1.50E-02 9.16E-02 1 .CO 101.14 

QC468774 DUP Uranlum 2 3 / 2 3  1.04€+00 2.47E-01 1.25E-01 1 .M 98.1 i 

Uranlum 238 1.3OEt00 2.74E-01 1.09E-01 1.W 98.11 
Uranium 235 4.45EM 5.02E-02 4.01E-02 1 W 98.11 

Q GI 88775 L C S  Uranlum 233/234 1.76E+01 9.81 E41 1.05E-01 1 .oO 107.56 
107.56 Uranlurn 235 1.MEtOQ 2.38E41 l.CNE41 1,oO 

Uranium 238 1.79Ei-01 9.87E-01 3 . 8 4 3 2  1.W 107.56 

e 



ENVl~ONMovrrU 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A Ccocval Engha?tfnfi Laboralorlcs, Inc. Afitiate. 

P. uu5 

. .  - CERTIFICATE .,---. . . I- OF ANALYSIS -- ---- -- 

$:. koa-212 

U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

1 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
0 
U 
tr 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

0.144 
a225 

dl13 
QMl8 
0.391 
a384 
0316 

O.Q?S1 
on423 
O m 4  
0.306 
ma 
0.146 

(L6414 
0.513 
M461 
aM& 
o w 2 4  
W 1 3  
0.107 
Q 122 
0.163 
0.2 1 s 

0.0445 

Oil703 

0.0440 

aios 

14 81B 0-8 1753 118681 1 
I .O 
1.0 
1 .o 

la 
1.0 
13 
1.0 
1 .o 
1.0 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .a 
I ,O 
1 .a 
I .o 
la 
1 .o 
1 -0 
1 .o 
Ix) 

1.4 
la 
I .O 
11) 

in 
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'APR- 8-98 WED 14: 13 SLDG 881 ROOH 112 
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FAX NO. 303 966 3400 P. 07 
YEL: MU3 7bY 737bt4UZB P. U U I  

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC, 
A G c ~ N ~ J  Engineering lahara(atles, I n c  A6liillc. 

ENVIBONMEKTAL 
PHYSICS, INC 

. -.-..- ..- CERTlFICATE . .  OF ANALYSI 5 

386332 I -01 



ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Ldboracories, lnc. AffdiJte. E N V l R O N M E M A L  

PHYSICS, INC. 

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

Ciicnc: Kaiscr Hill Company. L.LC. 
Rocky Rau Envimnrnmtd Tech. Site 
Bldg. 88 I 
Golden. Colorado 8M(12-0464 

Er\vironmental w p l u  Ripid @) Turnaround 
Cnowr: MI. Virgenc ldeker 

Rojdr Darripcion: 

Report Date: February 24.1998 Pnge 1 t Ec: KHcm7!?7 

Sample ID :ORAM21 010.030 -0- \aL no- 
Lab 10 : 9802321-21 
Mneix : Mi% 
Dace Collected : 01110198 
Dace Rcccived : 02/11/98 
Pn'on'ry : Rauunc 
Cnllecror : a i c n t  

Qualifier Rcxllt Dt RL unitz DF Analyst Date Time Bat& P a m e t e r  

RndloIo~ul 
(7- PHA - 98 items 

0.2 I 2 1.00 pa& 1.0 EJB 02/1W98 ~757 1 l6g6j Actinium-228 1.36 if-0.329 
A m C ~ U U  m-241 U -0.0427 +1-0.134 e 3 7  0.400 pCilg 1.0 
Antimony-I 24 U 0.0149 +(- aom a.oss 1.00 p w g  1.0 
And mony- 125 U o.om 4- 0 . ~ 9 s  0.151 0.200 p c i / g  1.0 
E arium- I 33 U 0.0189 +I- 0.0395 0.065 I 1.00 pais 1.0 . 

U 0.109 4-0.171 0.311 1.00 pcilg 1.0 
Beryllium-7 U -0.0236 4-0.240 0.424 1.00 p a p  1.0 
Bimuth-llZ 1 OS99 4- 0.437 0.514 1.00 p c i g  1.0 

h U r h - 2  1 4 J 0.785 cl- 0.169 0 106 1.00 p c i g  1.0 
cerium-139 ' U -0.0278 il-0.026S OR428 1.00 pCi/g 1.0 
Cerium-141 U -0.M395 tJ-0.0539 4.0926 m a  1.0 

u -a.ooi7o +A 0.187 0.323 0.500 p c i g  1 0  

B xiurn-140 

Cerium-1 44 

U -0.00907 40.0344 0.0507 0.100 pCUg I .o Orium-134 
U -0.0160 cl-0.0743 0.131 1.00 pCVg 1.0 Caium-136 

Cesium-137 U -0.00199 4- 0.0350 0.0605 5.m pCi/g 1.0 
Chmdum-5 1 U 0.0917 4- 0309 0.563 1.00 p c i g  1.0 

U -0.0262 +/- 0.0341 0.0575 1-00 peiig 1.0 
CobdC-57 U -0.0154 +I- 0.0227 a.om 0.100 pCi/s 1.0 
CQbNr-j8 u -0.000733 +/-0.0311 0.0570 1-00 p c i g  1.0 

Cobat-56 

0.0645 0.100 pCi/g 1.0 
U 0.0359 4- 0.0938 0.1 S3 OS00 pCilg 1.0 
U 0.0660 +/- Q. I la 0.109 02CO pCilg 1.0 
U 0.0567 4- 0.0969 0.174 0.100 pCi/g 1.0 

CQbdCdO U 0.01 67 4- 0.039 j 
Europium-152 
Europium- I SJ 
Europium-1 55 
lodine- 13 I U 0.0263 4- 0.M70 0.123 5.00 pCils I .o 
In'diuq-192 U 0.00785 4-0.0303 O.aj52 1.00 pals 1 0 
tKIn-59 I: 0,0446 +t- 0.0783 0.148 1.00 pCils 1.0 
h a d - 2 1 2  1.63 +/- 0.22 0.0873 1.00 pcvg 1.0 



MAK. -lb 'Ytr (MUNI 14:22 GEL MKK'INGI ACU"  U U  AL 'I 'EL:8U3 769 7376+4028 Y. 

EN V I RON M E NTA 1 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A Gerlefal Fngineering LJbofarories, Inc. AHiliale. 

CERTlFlCAlE Of ANALYSIS 

Client. Kaiser Hill Company. L.L.C. 
Racky Rats Environmental Tech. Site 
Bldg. 881 
Galden, Calomdo 80402-0464 

Envirnnmencai w m p l a  Rnpid (D) Turnsround 
Concnci: Ms. Virgac ldckn 

Pmjbct Dcscriptian: 

Page 2 o f .  cc- KHcm97 I Report FcbtUPry 24,1998 

Samplc ID ; 98A0621 010.030 - 
Parameter Qu;llifiu Rcrult DL RL UNts DF Analyst Date Time 13013, 4' 

had-214  J a778 +1-0.m 0. I 06 1.00 pCi/g 1.0 
U 0.031 1 4.0.0313 0.06 14 0.100 pCilg 1.0 U B  02/213/98 0757 116863 I Mmganuc-54 

Neodymium- 147 U -0.462 .ti- 0.384 0396 1.00 pCilg 1.0 

Niobium94 
Niobim-9S U 0.06 1 I 4- 0.0689 0.0799 1-00 pCVg 1.0 
PotrrSsium-rM 

--- 

M m ~ y - 2 0 3  U 0.0158 +I- 0.0324 0.0599 1.00 pcvg 1.0 

Nepamium-~p U 9.05B1 4-0.173 0.296 1.00 p c i g  1.0 
U a0144 +I- 011293 0.0556 1.00 pcvg 1.0 

21.0 4-3.23 0.555 1.00 pcvg 1.0 
Pmrncthium-144 U 4.00931 4-0.0299 0.0534 0.100 pcig 1.0 
Pmmclhiu rn- 146 U a0468 tf-0.0476 0.0658 0.100 pCYg 1.0 

I 0.785 +/e 0-169 0.106 1.00 p c i g  1.0 
136 4-0329 0.2 11 1.00 pmg 1.0 

Silver-) IDM U JL00018l 4-0.0319 0.0555 1.00 pcilg 1.0 
Sodium-22 U 0.30237 4-O.Q393 0.0745 a700 pals 1.0 

Thoo'um-234 2.14 4- 1.79 1.95 1.00 pci/g 1.0 
En-113 U -0.0374 +I-O.a67 0.0606 1.00 pa/: 1-0 

Zinc-65 U 0.0903 +I- 0.0929 0.152 0.1m p c i g  1.0 
ZircaN'um-9S U 0.00 +/-0.OBtl, 0.1 16 1.00 p c i g  1.0 

Radium-226 
Radium-728 
Rurh~ni~m-IOL U -0.6762 d-0.269 0-460 0.800 pG1g 1.0 

Thallium208 I 0.436 4- 0.0878 0.0627 1.00 pCi/g 1.0 

U 0.117 +/- 0.197 0.350 0.500 pciig 1.0 Urnniurn-23S 
Ymium-88 U 0.0158 4- 0.0297 0.0625 0.100 pCVg 1.0 

Comments 
2r-95 not quanu'ficd due Io low Phundancr 

-..- . - 
M = Method Method-Dcscrjption 

MI HASL 300 
-_-_.___ - .. _- . .- 

P. 0. Box 30711 Charleicon. SC 2 ~ ~ 1 1 7  If3031 556-8171 Fax 18031 766-1 178 



MAK. -1b'Y8(MUNI 1 4 : 2 2  C;b L MKK'SN(;/ A U X /  QUAL '[&~:803 7bY 7 3 7 b t 4 U 2 8  f 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Lahorarafies, InC. Alfiliale 

.- __. -. CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

Client: K3iser Hill Carnpeny, LLC. 
Rocky Rats fivironmenol Twh. Si* 
Bldg. 881 
Galdcn. Cdorado B W O 2 W  

Envimnmad ssmpies Rapid (D) Tummund 
Contact; Ms. Virgcnc ldckcr 

Project Description: 

Rcpoa Dntc: Fcbnrvy 24.1998 Page 3 of cc: KHcow797 

Sample ID : 9RAO621 010.030 

Method-Dcrcnption -_ M - Method 

This d m  npm has k c n  prepared and reviewed 
in accordance with Gcnenl Engineering ~ ~ n c a c i c r  

P. 0. Box 3071 2 ChJderfon. SC 29-11 7 (6031 S56-8 I71 rn Fax (RO3) 7hh-1 I78 



MAK. -16' YB(MUN1 I 4 : 2 2  GEL MKK'I'Nti/AC;C;'I'/UUAL 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Laboracmies, Inc. Affiliate. 

ENVIRONM ENTA L 
PHYSICS, INC. 

r 

- -- - --. CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSlS 

Client; G s t i  Hill Company, LLC. 
Rwky Flats Environmcntnl Tcch. Site 
Bldg. 881 
Golden, Colodo 80402-0464 

Environmenwl s m p l a  Rapid (0) Turnaround 
Canract: Ms. Virgcne Idckv 

Ptoject De~ription: 

Repon QQC Ftbnrvy 24.1998 

Sample LD : 98A0621015.a45 6 1% bJJw 
b b  ID : 9802321-22 
Matrix : kf isr. 
Derc CoUeaed : 02110#8 
but Rerrivcd : OYl1198 
MOriV ; Roucinc 
Collector : Client 

Pngc I of CC: KHC000797 

Gamma PHA - 98 iiems 

Acu'nium-228 
Arnedcium-241 
AnU mony-124 
Antimony4 2s 
Barium-133 
Barium-110 
Bcryllium-7 
Bitmuth-2lZ 
Bi~murh-214 
Ccriu m- 139 
Cerium-141 
Cerium- I # 
Cesium-134 
Cc&wn-136 
Cesium-137 
Chromium5 1 
CohlC-56 
CObdI-57 
Cobair-Sa 
Cobalr-60 
Eumpium 152 
Europium- 154 
Europium-1 55 
Iodine-13 1 

Le;lU-:! 12 

U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

257 
0.0504 

-0.0174 
0.00279 
-0.119 
-0.177 
0.0463 

1.59 
1.16 

-0.CO992 
0.0398 
0.090 I 

-0.0835 
-0.037 1 
0.00876 

4.00576 
-0.000468 

-0.01 11 
0.0133 

0.OQZfiE 

0.126 

0.Q 197 
0.0567 

2.4 I 

-0.0433 

-0.0207 

-o.oons 

4- OJW 

4- 00355 
+I- 0.0R3 1 
+I- 0.06a3 
4- 0-199 

4- 0.560 
4- 0.2 14 

+I- 0.0174 
+I- O.OS03 
t1.0.189 
+I- 0.0380 
4- 0.0694 
+I- 0.0356 
+I- 0.32 I 

+/- 0.0349 
4- 0.0235 
4- 0.Q32.l 
+I- omsj 
+/- 0.0t)lLI 
4f-0.114 
+I- 0.104 

+I- 0.0731 
ti- 0.0307 
+I- 0.06rZ 
4- 0 x 0  

+I- a. 149 

+/- a172 

0201 
0.255 

0.0614 

0.0730 
0320 
0.501- 

0.1 24 
0.0480 
0.040 I 
0.345 

0.DSfS 
0.122 

0.55 I 
0.061 I 
0.041-6 
0.0559 
0.0734 
0-171 
0.204 
0. I96 
a 1 75 

0.0553 
0. I45 

0.093s 

ais3 

a45 I 

am0 

LOCI pcilg 
0.400 pcvg 

1.00 pcilg 
a . m  p a g  
1.00 pcig 
1.00 p c i g  
1.00 pc ig  
1.00 pciig  
1-00 ecvg 

1-00 pcug 

0.100 pCi& 

1.00 p c i g  
1.00 p c i g  

0.100 p c i g  
1.m pci/g 

aloe p c i g  
0.500 pQIg 
0.2m p c i g -  
0.700 pcig 

1.00 peds 

1.00 pcis 

1-00 Pcdg 

0,500 pCi/g 

1.00 pCiig 
5.OG p C i 9  

5.00 pci/g 

1 .OO pCi/g 

1.0 m m 8  a759 116e63 
1.0 
1 .o 
1 .o 
I -0 
1.0 
1 .O 
1 .O 
1.0 
1 .O 
I .D 
I O  
I .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
I .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
1 .o 
I .a 
I .o 
I .o 
I .o 
1 .a 
I .o 
1 .o 

P.O. Bar 30717 Charleston. SC294l7 (MU31 SSG-8171 0 Fax (SO31 7(;6-)rMA71?1.??- 
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EN VI RO NM ENTA L 
rnysrcs, INC. 

ENVlRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering laborarcries, Inc. Affiliaie. 

--- CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

. tlicnt: Kaircr Hill Company. U C .  
Rocky Rau Environrncncal Tcch. Site 
Bfdp. 881 
Golden. Colondo 80402-0464 

Envimnrncnta! svnplu Rapid (PI Turnaround 
CnnrJa: MI. Virgcnc lddca 

Project Dexripcion: 

C t :  KHC000797 R c p ~  Daw Fcbruwy 24, I996 Page 2 o l  

S4mp(e ID : 98AO621 015.045 

Pornmeter Qualifier Result DL RL U n l ~  DF Analyxt Date Time Batch > 
. b a d - 2 1 4  
Mongnnesc-54 
Mcrtury-103 
Ncodymiurn- 147 
Neptunium-739 
Niobium-94 
Nio biu 171-95 
Pornrsium-40 
Pro rncchiu m- I & 
Romtrhium- 146 
R d i  urn-226 
Radium228 
Ruchcnium-I 06 
Silver-l10M 
Sodium-22 
Thdlium-208 
?horiu 111-134 

Urnnium-235 
Yrcriurn-88 
Zinc-& 
Zirconium-95 

Tin-113 

U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

U 
U 

U 
U 
U 
J 

U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

I37 +/-a224 
0.0607 +I- 0.0420 

0.00 +/- 0.0706 
-0.164 +I-O381 

-0.0475 +f-0.182 
-0.OllS 4- O.CIj46 
0.01 13 +I- 0.0480 

22.8 4-2.81 
-0.0259 tl- 0.038 
0.0223 4- OB415 

1-16 +/-Ut4 
257 +/-OJW 

0.100 4.0.280 

-0.00748 4- 0.0405 

233 4-233 
-0.0246 +I- 0.0420 
0.196 +1-027 

0,00171 c/- 0.0338 

-0.03s~ +I- aom 

+A 0. i 3 I 0.784 

-0.0586 +I- 0 . 0 ~ ) ~  
QO8 13 +I- 0.0891 

Comments: 
Hg-103 no! quantified due 10 intufcrcncc. 

0.120 

0.0564 
0.676 
0.326 

0.0596 
0.0765 
0.615 

0.0598 
0.078 I 
0. t 24 
020 I 
0.320 

o.os03 
0.0722 
o.oja8 

2.16 
0.0743 

0.351 
0.0641 
0. I34 
0.124 

o.ma 
1.00 pCilg 

0.1m p c i p  

1.00 p c i g  
1-00 pCilg 

1.00 pCi/p 
1-00 pCi/g 
1.00 pCIg 
1.00 p c i g  

0.100 p a g  
0.100 pcvg 
1.00 pci ig 
1-00 pciig 

1.00 p c i i g  
0.700 pci/g 

1.00 pG/g 
1.00 pcilg 
1.00 pci ig 

0.500 pCi/g 
0.1DQ pCi/g 
0.200 pcig 
1.00 pci//g 

0.800 pCVg 

1 .o 
1.0 EJB 02/3-0198 0759 I16863 
1 .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .O 
t .O 
1 .o 
I .o 
1 .O 
1 .O 
I .o 
1 .o 
1 .O 
1 .o 
1 .o 
10  

,980232 1-22. 
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ENVl RONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, JNC. 
A General Engineering laboratories. Inc. Ahi'liaie. 

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

Clicnr: Kaiser Hill Company. U C .  
Rocky Flats Environrnmwl Ttch site 
Bldg. BK1 
Goldcn. Colondo 811402-0464 

Environmmml rampier Rapid (0) Turnaround 
Cnnucr: Ms. Virgcne l d c k v  

RDjm Description: 



MAK. -1b '  Y8(MUNJ 14:2J 'I'EL:(JU3 7bY 737b+4U28 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Enginering Labora(ories, Inc. Affiliate. 

V-F : 
[&\\., 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, 1NC. 

-- CERTIFICATE -. OF ANALYSIS 

Uienr: U s o r  Hi11 Company, LL.C 
Rocky Flu Enviranrncntnl Tech. Site 
Bfdg. 881 
kids. coiondo a w m w  

Contact: Ms. Virgcne Jdeker 
Rajccr Description: Environmeninl sompla Rapid (D) Turnaround 

cc: I C H t m 7 9 7  Repan Date: Februiuy 24, 1998 Page I of 

Sornple ID : 98A0611 016.048 7260- & 
L b  ID : 9802321-23 
MIIU~X : Misc 
Date Collcctcd ; OZ10198 
Due Prccived : 021 1/98 
R'ority : Rourinc 
Collector : Client 

--- 
h m c t c r  Qudifier R m l ~  DL RL U n i t ~  DF Analyst Date Time Batch h. 

Gamma PHA - 98 irem 
Actinium-228 I.42 +/-a360 0.186 1.00 $23 1.0 E3B 02!'20a5 OEOl 116863 1 
hm-cium-% 1 U 0.05 12 +I- 0133 0.405 0.400 pCi/g 1.0 

,- 

fidsol og icd  e 
A n ~ ~ ~ n y - 1 2 4  U 0.0240 4- Q.03 1 s 0.0598 I-no pcifg 1.0 
Andmony-S25 U -0.00314 +/-0.0791 a.16 a m  pcvz 1.0 

U 0.0300 +/-OX414 0.067 8 1.00 Kig 1.0 

Beryllium-7 u -mi37 +t-o.xz 0.461 1.00 pci ig  1.0 
1.14 +bo509 0.494 1.00 pCdg 1.0 

edum- 141 U 0.0312 +I- 0.047 1 0.0876 1.00 pcdg 1.0 

U -0.000898 -tl-O.Q3?3 0.0s 1 I a m  1.0 
Cesium-136 u -0.0398 t/-o.oa62 0. I30 1-00 pcilg 1.0 
Cedum-137 U 0.0166 4 0 . 0 3 0 8  0.058 I 5.00 p c i g  1.0 

Cobd td6 U -0.0104 t/*0.0310 0.0534 1.00 pcus 1.0 
Cabelc-S7 U 0.Da)SI +/- 0.0208 0.038s 0 . m  pci/g 1.a 
Cobd t-58 U -0.0105 4- 0.0376 0.0563 1.00 pCilg 1.0 

U -0.0021 I 4-0.0307 O.MM3 0.100 pci /g  1.0 
Europium- 152 U -000796 +f-O.OE?? O.IS1 0.500 pciig I .o 
Europium-154 u - o . w i  ti- 0.10s 0. I64 0.200 p c i g  I .o 
Europium- 15s U 0.128 tl-0.149 0.168 0.200 pcug 1.0 

Barium133 
Barium140 u -0.068s + J - o . ~  . 0.284 1-00 pCi/g 1.0 

Bismurh-?l2 
Bismuth-714 J 0.985 +I- a 197 0.0988 1-Qo pCilg 1.0 

0.0428 1.00 pCVa 1.0 

Ccrium- 144 U ao45a +I- 0. I 6 i 0.298 0.500 pCilg I .O 
Cesium-134 

Cerium-1 39 U 0.00673 +/-0.0234 

U 4. I20 +/- 0.30 I os 10 1.00 pCifg 1.0 Chromjum-5 1 

Cobalt-60 

U 0.0370 +i- 0.0663 0.1 13 5.00 pCi/g 10  
U 0.00299 4-0.0288 0.0507 1-00 pCi/g 1.0 

Iodine- 13 1 
Indium-192 

u -0.068% c ( - Q . M ~ ~  0.135 1.00 pCi/g 1.0 
1.49 +/-a201 0.077s 1.00 pci/g 1 0 

P. 0. Box 30711 Charfezran, SC 19417 (803) 556-8171 4 FJX 1803) 566-?9aer?321-13* 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

'I'EL:\IOJ 7bC) 7376,41328 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC- 
A General Engineering Laborarories, lnc. AMIiare. 

--_ -- CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 
.I_ 

Clicnc Kaiser Hill Company. LLC.  
Rocky Flats Environmental Teh. Sirc 
Bldg. 881 
Golden. Colorado 80402-W 

fivimnmntd samples Rapid (D) Turnaround 
Contm M x  Virgenc Idckcr 

pmlen Dcscrjipcion: 

Repon Date: February 24. 1998 h e  2 d 3  cc: mcooo397 

Samplc ID 

Parameter Qualifier Rcsul t DL RL Units DF Annlyrt Dnte Time 8uwh hf 

Lwd-2 I4 
MPnganer*% 
Mercury-203 
Neodymium- 147 
Neptunium-239 
Niobium-B4 
Niobium-95 
Potassium4 
Pramcthium-lel 
Promethium-146 
Radium-226 
Radjum-228 
Ruthenium-I06 
Silver-1 10M 
Sodium-22 
Thallium-208 
"hatiurn-234 
Tin-113 
Uranium-US 
Ytuium-88 
Zinc45 
Zirconium-95 

I 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

U 
U 
J 

U 
U 
U 
J 
U 
U 
U 
u 
U 
U 

0.98 1 
-0.0 1 33 

0.00 
621 3 
0.0181 
0.0176 
0.0432 
26.6 

-0.00?84 
0.03 I9 

I .42 
0.0525 

-0.0037,l 
-0.0155 

0.496 
1.59 

-0.0 I 48 
0.0534 

4.0039 1 

0.0703 

0.985 

-0.0624 

4- 0.184 
+I- 0 0319 
+I- 0.0676 
4- 0.337 
4 0.162 

-1- 0.0292 
+I- 0.02% 

+I- 3.30 
+/- 0.0289 
+I- 0.0353 
+I. 0. I97 
+I* 0.360 
+I- 0258 
+I* 0.027 I 
+I- 0.0374 

+I- 1.71 
4- 0.0360 

+I- 0. I75 
+I- 0.0334 

+~o.oa80 

+I- 0.0895 
if- 0.0884 

0. I09 
0.0531 

0.583 
0.300 

0.0547 
0.0693 
0.567 

0.05 i 1 
0.0687 

0. I 86 
0.477 

0.0187 
0.0657 
O.OSB6 

3.01 
0 . W 9  
0.311 

0.061 I - 0.129 
0.1 12 

0.0563 

om88 

1.00 pcvg 
0.100 pcyg 

1-00 p c i g  
1.00 pcilg 
1.00 pcilg 
1.00 pcilg 
1-00 p c i g  
1.00 pc i g  

0.100 pci/g 
aim pci/g 

1-00 pciis  
1.00 pCdg 

1.00 pcilg 

ID0 pci/g 
1.00 PCi& 
1.00 p c i g  

0.100 pcilg 
0.200 p c i g  
1.00 pcvg 

0.800 pCig 

0.700 pCig 

O S 0 0  pCilg 

I A 
1.0 EYE 02/2W8 OB01 116863 1 
I .O 
I .O 
I .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
I .O 
1 .O 
1 .o 
1 .o 
I .O 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
I .o 
1 .o 
1 .O 
1 -0 
1 .O 
1 .O 
I .o 

Comments: 
Hp-203 not quantified duc tn inrcrfmnce. 

+- 



-e 

AYK- U-Yd WkU 14 : 1 U  BLUG 881 KUJn 1 12 PM NU. jU3 Yljb J4UU r. uz 
APR '08' 98(WED) 16:39 GEL MRKTNCIACCTIQUAL TEI:803 769 7376+4028 P. 002 

€20494968 Blank Th-230 6.56E-02 8,51 E42 1.37501 16.91 
Th-232 3.91EO2 7.0332 1.37501 16.91 

Qc4P4960 Dupflcate mw, 3,4i3€-01 8.3432 4.91- ,79.09 
m232 7h5E-01 1.22E-01 4.26EM 79.89 

QC494970 LCS Th-m 4,64E41 9.37EQ2 2.75Hyz 84.76 
7h-292 9.5eE-t-W 2.60E-0'1 4.18M2 84.76 

L O  Recovery: 
Ti3 3.M 98% 

EqWvalency test: e 
Th-230 W E  = 0.69 
Tk232 F/E = 0.03 



. H ~ K -  0-YO wcu 1 4 .  I I OLUU 001 I i W I l  1 I L  1 L U .  ,I", "V" "Y"  - .-- 
APK. -UI' 911 (ITEU) 16: 40 titiL HKKTNCIACCTIUUAL TEL: 103 7bY 7J I b t 4 U L M  

Recovery 
96 
57 

- '  

Qc494433 Blank Sr-i39/W 2.S7E41 ld5E91 27m1 a3 

QUI94434 puprrccrta s*m 4.1!2E-t01 4.435-01 1.37E-01 96 

Q W W  t a  Sr89190 1.86€+01 4.06E.01 240E-Ql 96 

LCS Recovery: 
Sr-89/90 2264 82% 

Equhmfency test: 
6r-89190 F/E = 6.1678 

r. UUQ 



. .-. ..-. _ - -  - - _  - . - -  111 1L u "V ..L" A T .  1 I Y L Y Y  V Y .  ..I".. _.- 
P. 003 APE -08' 98(1EDj 16:40 GEL WU(TNGIACCTIQUAL TEL: E03 769 7376+402# 

-94446 Brnk Alpha 5.62E-01 9.99E431 227EtM3 
Beta 3.26E+00 2.29Em 4 .69E4  

3.1 E41 6.26E+M ,a. 19E+00 
Beta 1.84EtM 9.33E+m 6.14E+m, 

Qc494447 Pupacnte IuPh 

- Apha 7.78EiOI 4.WE*M 1.1 lE+LY) 
Beta 8.03E41 4.02€+M 2.29€+00 

Qc494449 LCS 
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ENVl RONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

GEL MKK'I"(;IA(;(;'sI(JUA L 'I'EL:803 7bY 737bt4U28 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Laboraon'es. tnc. Affiliate. 

?. 

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS -.. 

Clicncr Kaiwr Hill Company. U C .  
Race Rats Enviroornennl Tech. Site 
Bldg. 881 
Golden. Colorado 80402-W64 

hviconmcntal samples Rapid [D) Turnaround 
Contact: Mr. Virgene [dekef 

Projcn Dercripdon: 

Pa mracter Qualifier Result DL RL Unirs DF Analyst Date Time Bnrch M 

fknma PHA - 98 items 

Actinium-228 

Radolagiul 

Am4iicium-24 1 
Antimony-1 24 
hdmony-125 
B~n'um-133 
Eorium-140 
Btryifium-7 
Bismuth-212 
Bismuth-214 

139 
Cerium-141 
Ctnum- I 4 1  
Crsiu rn- 1 3  
Cesium-1 36 
Cesium-1 37 
Chmmium-51 
Ccbdt-56 
Cobalt-57 
CobaIc-S8 
Cob0 tt-60 
Europium- 
Europium- 
Europium- 
-Iodine- 13 1 
Iridium- 19 

U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

I 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

s2 U 
54 U 
5s u 

U 
U 
U 

1.66 
0.01 17 

0.00452 
0.0440 

-0.0262 
-0.0s 1 3 

0.122 
1.09 

0.781 
0.0009 1 1 

0.01 69 
5.1 15 
0.01 17- 
0.01 04 
0.09~~ 
0.00633 
-0.023 I 
-0.00 159 

0.01 12 
0.0138 

-0.00896 
0.0394 

-0.00668 
-0.0131 

1.18 

-0.a I 70 

-0.0365 

+I- Of23 
+I- 0-0417 
+I- 0.0278 
4- 0.0677 
44- 0.0373 
+/- 0.149 
+/- 0314 
+I- 0.447 
4- 0.161 

4- 0.0204 
4- 0.0396 
+I- a139 

4- 0.073 
ti- 0.0662 
+A 0-0568 
4- 0.236 
d- 0.0332 
+I- 0.0161 
4- 0.Q195 
+I. 0.0334 

+I- 0.0979 
+I- 0.0645 
if- O.OS95 
+I- 0.0249 
+I- 0.0746 
4- 0. I87 

+I- 0.0684 

0.166 
0.0732 
0.0s 14 
0.1 24 

0.0536 
0263 
0.113 
0.398 

0.0907 
0.0367 
0.0718 
0.243 

0. I20 
0.0578 
0.413 
0.0549 
0.0293 
0.05Sj 
0.MS 
0.1 17 
0. I BO 
0.121 

0.0980 
O.oJ26 
0.17-9 
0.07 1 d 

o . o w  

1.00 pc;/g 
0.400 pcgg 

0.200 pais 
1.00 p c i g  
1-00 pci5 
1.00 pcil,o 

1.00 pCYg 
1.00 p c i k  

0.500 pa/s 
0.100 pcvg 

1.00 pc ig  
5.00 pcilg 
1.m pcis 
1.00 pcug 

0.100 pCilg 
1.00 pcxg 

0.100 pCilg 
0.500 pCi+ 

1.00 pCifg 

1.00 Q C g  
1.00 

0.700 pci ig  
0.200 pc ig  
5.00 pcifg 
1.m 
1.00 pCilg 
1-00 pCife 

1.0 a19/98 2014 116863 1 
I .o 
I .o 
I .o 
I .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
I .o 
1 .o 
I .O 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
10 
1 .o 
I .o 
1.0 , 
1 .o 
1 0  
I .o 
I .O 
I .o 
1 .O 
1 .o 
I .o 

P- 0. Box 30711 Charfemn, SC 1911 7 * (803) 55681 71 FJX (803) 7 6 G - f m 2 3 ? 1 . 1 & -  
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Laboratories, Inc. Affiliate. 

- CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

Client: Kaiser Hill Company, LLC 
Rocky F l i ~  Envimnmcnol Tech. Site 
Bidg. 88 I 

Conact: M% virgene Idcker , 
Golden. Colondo 80461-@+64 

Projecr Desm'pdont Envimnmcnd somples Rapid a) Turnaround 

bge 2 Of 3 a: KHCO00797 Repw Dart: Febntsry 24.1998 

Sample ID : 96AQ621 002.066 

firamekr Q ~ K f i e r  Rault DL RL Units DF Analyst Dak Time Bat& M 
Lwd-3-14 
MMl;MCSC-S4 
UCt-CUry-203 
Ncodyminm-147 
Nepcunium-239 
Niobium-% 
Niobium-95 
POmssium4 
Pmmerhiurn- 1 a 
~mcchium-I46 
Radium-226 
Radium-228 
Ruthenium-1 06 
sirvtr-i  OM 
Sodium-22 
Tballium-2OB 
Thorium-234 
Tin-I13 
U d u m - 2 3 5  
Ynri~m-88 
zinc65 
Zirconium-9S 

J 
U 
U 
U 
u 
U 
U 

U 
U 
I 

U 
U 
U 
J 

U 
U 
U 
u 
U 

0.854 +/- 0. I66 
4.0306 4- 0.0346 

-0.00227 +I- 0.0280 
-0.00347 4-0.306 
-0,0627 +I- 0.124 
-a0147 4- 0 . ~ 5 7  
-(1.0256 4- 0.0436 

24.2 4-2.n 
0.02 1 0 4- 0.028 I 

0.784 +/-a167 
1.66 +/-0.323 

0-0358 +/- 0.252 
9.0100 4-0.0315 

0.434 4- 0-0390 
1.34 4- 0.873 

0.00134 4- 0.03 17 

-0.0134 4- 0.0319 

4.003 I 1 4- 0.a3so 

-o.om +i-aisz 
-0.00 IO1 4- 0.0238 

Q.0 14 I +/- 0.0827 
0.0333 4- 0.0599 

0.0878 
0.&19 
0.04R8 
a 6 2  
0.222 
0.0439 

0.437 

0.057 I 
0.0907 
0.166 
0-465 
0.0192 
wwd 
0-0538 
0.709 

0.0554 
0273 

0.0472 
0.154 
0.1 11 

a.am 

0.0538 

1 .oQ 
0.100 

I .oo 
I -00 
1 .00 
1 .m 
1.00 
1 .oo 
0.IMI 
QloO 
1.00 
1-00 

0.800 
I .oo 

a700 
1.00 
1 .oo 
I .oo 

u.500 
0.100 
0.200 

1 .OO 

1 .o 
1-0 EJ'B 0219198 1014 116863 I 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1-0 
1 .O 
1 0  
1.0 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
I .a 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1.0 
I .o 
1 .o 
1 .Q 
1 .O 
I .O 
1 .u 

~. _--- 
M =Method Method-Dudptioo 

MI HASL 300 
- - -- e - _ - - .  ~ -.- -.-_.- 

OQ80232 I - 18' P. 0. Box 30711 Chalmton. SC 1941 7 (8031 35-81 71 Fax I6031 7hh-1178 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Labomiories. Inc. Affiliate. 

CERTIFICATE - 0 f ANALYSIS 

Client: Kaiser Hill Company. LLC. 
Rocky Flats Envimnrnenral Tech. Sire 
5ldg. Bfll 
Gddcn, b l o n d 0  B&O?-&& 

Conma MS. Virgenc Idekcr 
Pmjux Description: Enwnmmentd samples Rapid (D) Turnaround 

a: KHC000797 Repon Date: February 24, I998 Page 3 of 

Sample ID : 9RA061( 002.006 

M = Methad Method-Description 
-- 

---- 
Thir data rrporr has been prcparcd a d  reviewed 

e 

'9802321-18' P. 0. Box 3071 1 Charlwon, SC 2341 7 (8031 S i G - & I  71 Fax (8031 76h-I 178 



MAK. -16'98(MUNJ 1 4 : Z U  

ENVl RONM ENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

GE L MKK'I'N ti / A W S /  YU A L 'i'EL:1103 764, 737bt4U28 

ENWRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Laboratories, lnc. Affiliate. 

CERTlFlCATE OF ANALYSIS 

Client: Kaiser Hill Company. LLC. 
Rocky FIau Envimnmcnwl Tdi. Site 
B Idg.88 I 
Golden. Coloriulo 804024464 

Envimnmrnrd spmplu Rnpid @) Turnvound 
Conea: MS. Virgac Idekcf 

Project Dahjption: 

cc: ICHC000797 Rtpor~ Dare: February 94. 1998 Pogc 1 of 

Sample ID : 98A0621 008024 103 E b - k  
Lab ID : 9802311-19 
Matrix : M i x .  
Dare C d w d  : 024 ma 
Dace R ~ e i v c d  : 02/11/98 
P l i ' 0 t - i ~  : Rouline 
Cdlltcror : Client 

HL Uaih DF Analyst htt Tlmc Batch h .- Patsmeter Qualifier Result DL 

Gamma PHA - 98 irmu 

Actmiurn-228 i s  + I - O ~ B B  0.1 70 1.00 pCi/g 1.0 UB 022ih?j5 116863 
Americium-24 1 U -0.0118 +f-(20661 0.1 33 0 . 4 ~  p c i g  r.0 
Antimony-124 U -0.00318 +/-0.0141 0.0425 1.00 pcilg 1.0 

U 0.6451 4- 0.0557 0.101 a30 p c i g  1.0 Antimony- 125 
Barium-133 U O-CO137 +/-0.0288 0.0416 1.00 p c i g  1.0 
Clanurn- 140 U 0 . w  i % O . I S  0.229 1-00 p c i g  1.0 

Bismuth-212 1 2 4  +/-a347 0.3 15 1.00 pciig 1.0 
Bismuth-214 J 0.605 4- 0.128 0.0745 1.00 pcilg 1 .o 
Cerium- I39 u -0.0210 if-0.0201 0.0379 1.00 p c i z  i .a 
Cerium- 141 U 0.0237 4- 0.0385 0.0687 1.00 pci lg  1 .o 

U 0.125 if- 0.247 0.210 0-so0 p c i g  1.0 
Cuium-134 U -0.0191 +/-O.OXO 0.0373 0.100 pcig 1.0 

U -0.0200 +/-0.0560 0.0967 1.00 p u g  1.0 
Ccsium-137 U 4.00712 4-0.0245 0.0424 5.00 p c i g  IO 

1.00 p c i g  1.0 
Cobol[-56 u -0.0105 4- 0.0251 O.WI0 1.00 p c i g  1.0 
Cobalt-57 U 0.0 I 13 +I- 0.0 I 62 0.0294 0.100 pQ@ I O  
Cobalt-56 U -0.00675 4-0.0246 0.04 19 1.00 p c i g  1 .o 
&bdtdO U 0.0171 +I- 0.031 0.W7 J 0 100 pCi/g 1 .a 
Europium- I 32 U -0.0177 4-O.oSW 0.103 0.500 pCilg I .o 
Europium- 1% U -0.0108 4-0.0794 0.137 0.700 pCi/g I .O 
Europium- I SS U O.WS9 +J- 0.0953 0.127 0300 pCilg 1 .o 
ladinz-l3 t LJ -0.0355 */-a0451 0.0753 5.00 pCi/g I .a 
Iridirrm- 192 U 0.00843 +/-0-0107 0.0358 1.00 pCi/z 1 .o 

u -0.028t +/-o.am 0.0364 1.00 pci/g 1-a 
158 4-0.197 0.0647 1.00 p c i g  I .o 

Radialogical 

BeryOium-7 LI -0.0511 I-/-0.191 0.323 1 .OO pCilg 1.0 

Cerium- 144 

cesium- I 36 

Chromium-S I u -0a46  +f-O.ZM 0.356 

I&!-- 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A Genera( Engineering Labamfories, IriC. Affiliate. 

CERTlFlCATE OF ANALYSIS - 

Client: Kaiser Hill Company. LLC. 
Rocky Rats Environmental Tech. Sire 
Bldg. 881 
Coldcn. Colondo 10409,-0464 

Environmental sampIcs h p i d  (D) Turnaround 
Contact: Ms. Virgcnc 1deLrr 

Project Description: 

Rcpon Datr Fcbruvy 24.1999 P3ge 2 o f  cc: K H c m  

Sample ID : 38A062l 008.024 
c 

hrrunetcr Qudilicr ResuJt DL RL Units DF Analyst Date Time B a a  ; 

MmgMao-54 u 0.00181 +I- 0.0238 O.# J 5 0.100 pcvg 1.0 i% 02/20/38 01% 116863 
bd-214 J 0.699 4- 0.132 0.0723 1.00 pGfg 1.0 

Metc~y-203 U 0.00 +I-O.(#iS 0.04 17 1.00 pcilg 1.0 
Neodymium-147 U 0.0553 +f- 0.248 0.453 1.00 pcvg 1.0 
NCprn'um-~Q U (1183 +1-0.189 0222 1-00 pci/g 1.0 
Niabium-94 U 0.00165 +/- 0.022 0.0401 l a 0  pcilg 1.0 
Niobium-9S U 0.00 t1-0.03os 0.0534 1.00 pafg 1.0 
Pacassiurn-40 27.2 4- 3.18 0.400 1.00 pCiIg 1.0 

U 0.00830 4-0.0227 0.0407 0.100 pcvg 1.0 
Pmrncchiu m- 146 U 0.0163 4- 0.0278 0.0496 0.100 p c i g  1.0 

I Rndium-126 1 0.605 40.128 0.0745 1.00 pcilg 1.0 
Radium-= 150 4 0 . 2 8 8  0.170 1.00 pCilg 1.0 
Ruthurlurn-1 06 u 0.4894 M-0201 0347 0.800 p c i g  1.0 

Thallium-208 J 0.433 4- 0.0853 0.0387 1.00 p w g  1 .o 
Thorium-234 1.68 +I- 1.15 1-09 1.00 pG/g 1.0 
TI04 13 u 0.00198 if-0.0257 0.04s 1 1.00 Sitg  1.0 
Uranium-23s U 0.0261 4- 0.145 0.25 0500 Sirs 1.0 

U 0.00651 4-0.0195 0.038 1 0.100 pCi/c 1.0 Yrhium-88 
ZincdS U 0.00107 +/-0.0731 0.1 10 a-2cio p a / g  1.0 
2irconium-9S U 9.0177 +/-0.0427 0.0724 1.00 pcilc  1.0 

Pmmethium-I44 

Silver-1 IOM U -0.00276 4-0.0215 0.0377 1.00 pCi/s 1.0 
sodium-22 U -0.00391 +/-0.0283 O.od9 I 0-700 pciig 1.0 

Commentr: 
Hg-203 not quantified doc IO interference. 

Nb-95 not quantified due (0 low abundance. 

'980232 1 - (9' P. 0. 130% 3071 2 Charleston, SC 2Y417 (803J556-9 I71 0 Far (803) 766-1 178 



ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A Genera/ fngiiieerirlg Laboratories, Inc. Afii/iate. 

.---- CERTIFICATE O F  ANALYSIS 

Client: Kaiser Hill Company, L.L.C. 
Rocky Rats Envimnmcntd Tech. S i e  
Bldg. 881 
Golden. Colondo EM024464 

Envimnmcnral m p l e z  Rapid (0) Turnamund 
Contact Ms. Yirgtne Idckrr 

Rojtcc k a i p t i a w  

cc: KHCMXl797 Rtpon Date; Februvy24. 1998 h s e  3 0  

Sample ID : 98AMl I 008.024 

M = Methad klethod-D~cn'ption - -- 

P. 0. Ear 307 1 1  4 Charlcjiocl, SC 3-11 7 (0031 5.56-8 I 71 FJN (8031 766-1 178 
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ENVl RONMENTAL 
PHYSICS. r N c ,  

GEL MKK'I"I;/ ACC'I'/UUA L ' I 'EL:8UJ 7bY 737bt4028 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
4 General Engineering Laboratories, Inc. Affiliate. 

- --- CERTlFlCATE OF ANALYSiS 

Client: Kniser Hill Company. U C .  
Rocky Flats Environmcninl T a h  Site 
Btdg. 881 
Galdcn. Colomdo BW-0464 

Environmcnrnl sumples Rapid (D) Turnaround 
Contocr: MS. Virgenne ldeker 

Pmject Description: 

Rcpon D ~ c :  February 24. 1998 Page 1 of3 cc: KHC000797 

Sample ID : 98A062l009.027 &o- \Ob sv f \  

Matrix : Mise. 
Dare Collecccd :mima 
Dart Rctcived : 0721 1/98 
R iOr iCy  : Routine 
Collector : Clim 

Lab ID - : 980232 1-20 

----.- 
Psmmcter Qualifier Result DL RL Units DF Anaryst Datu Time Bat& hl 

Radiological 
Gama FHA - 98 irems 
Acdnium-228 
Americium-t/l 
Antimony- 124 
Anrimony-125 
Bm'um-133 

Beryllium-7 
Bismuth-21 1 
B iimurh-2l4 
Cerium-! 39 
Cerium- 141 
Cerium-144 
Cesium-134 
Cesium-) 36 
Caium-137 
Chromium-5 I 

B a r i ~ -  140 

Cobalt-56 
CobslC-S7 
Cobalt-S8 
CobaIi-60 
Europium- 152 
Europium 154 
Europium- 155 
lodine-13j 
Indium- I92 

1 U 
U 
U 
u 
U 
U 

J 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
u 
u 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

1.51 
0.00185 

-0.m I23 
0.0775 

-0.m277 
0.0426 

1.12 
0.695 

-Q.OJS3 
-0.00869 

0.0543 
0.0 154 

0.00724 
4.194 

0.00423 
0.0195 

40157 
0.0158 

-0.0569 
-0.022 1 
0.013 1 

-0.0401 
-0.00880 

0.0799 
1 .so 

-a0559 

-0.6689 

4- 0.350 
t/- 0.1 16 

+I- 0.0304 
4- 0.0757 

44-0.179 
4- 0255 

4- 0. t 49 
+I- 0.0312 
4- 0 . W 8  
+f- 0. I 56 

4- 0.0295 
+I- 0.07 I3 
+I- 0.0337 
+/- 0.297 
4- 0.041 6 
+1-0.0191 
tl- 0.0298 
4- 0.0344 
+/- 0.0890 
+/- 0.1 12 

4- O.QB49 
+I- 0.06 I8 
4- 0.0294 
4- 0.0738 
4- 0.230 

4- 0-03ao 

+A a457 

0.225 
0. I98 

0.0.544 
0.132 

0.062 i 
0.328 
0.455 
0309 

0.0953 
O.C-801 
0 . 0 8 ~ ~ )  
0.288 

0.0494 
0.1 16 

0.0609 

0.0647, 
0.036 I 
0.0496 
0.0665 
0.115 
0.198 
0. I57 
0.109 

0.M97 
0.1-18 

0.084 I 

0.588 

1.00 pci/g 

1.00 pciig  
0.200 pcllg 
1.00 pcilg 
1.00 p o g  
1.00 pcilg 
1.00 p c i g  

1.00 pcir 
1.w pci/g 

0.IIX) pcug 
1.00 pcug 
5.00 pcig  
1-00 pci/g 
1.00 p a , O  

0.100 pcilg 
1.00 p c i g  

0.100 pci/g 
o.so0 pci/g 
0.100 pcilg 
0.300 pa/:: 

1.00 Fig 
1.00 p c i g  
1.00 paig 

0.400 pCl/g 

1.00 pCi/g 

0500 Gig 

5.00 pCi/g 

1.0 EIB OW?8 0756 116863 1 
1.0 
I .o 
1.0 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1.0 
I .O 
I .o 
1.0 
I .o 
1 .o 
(-0 
I .o 
1 .o 
I .o 

t.0 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .O 
t.0 
I .o 
1 .a 
1 .o 

I .a 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

‘/‘EL:8UJ 7bY 7376,4028 r 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A Cenerd Engineering Laborarories, Inc. Afilkle. 

-. CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

Clicnr: Kliscr Hill Company. LLC. 
Rocky Fhu Envimnmcnwl Tectr. Site 
BMp. e8 1 
Golden, Colorado 80402-WU 

hvironmcntd s a m p i a  Rapid (D) Tumvowd 
Contxc: MS. Virgene Idekcr 

Project Dercriprion: 

cc: mc000797 Reporr Dare: Febm;uy 24, 1998 h g e  20f 

Samplc ID : 98A0621 m.027 

Qua I i Iicr Result DL PL Units OF Analyst D3fc Time Brrcch f hrnmeler - 
Lad-214 J 0.054 +/- 0.175 0.1 06 1-00 pci/g 1.0 
MilngMUcd4 U 0.0271 +/- O.MS1 0.0653 0.100 pCdg 1.0 l%3 073-0/98 0756 116663 
MCfCU+?Q3 U 0.048 i ti- 0.0533 0.0498 1.00 pcvg 1.0 
Neodymium-147 U -0.MO8 4-0.353 a632 1.00 pcig 1.0 
Nepmnium-239 U -0.0681 4-0.145 0.260 1.00 pcilg 1.0 
Niobium94 U -0.00145 +/-0.0314 0.0552 1.00 pcvg 1.0 
Niobium-95 U 4.0156 4-0.0432 0.073 1 lJ30 pcvg I.0 
Potassium4 24.3 4- 2.91 039 1 1.00 pcilg 1.0 
Promelhiurn-1 44 U -0.0149 4-0.0303 0.051 1 0.100 pcvg la 

Radium-216 J 0.695 if-0.149 0.0453 1-00 p i g  1.0 
Radium-228 1.5 1 +I- 0.350 0 . m  1-00 pciig 1.0 
RUrhcni~m-106 U -0.0130 +/-0.287 05Q9 0.em p c i g  1.0 

Promethium-146 U 0.00595 +/-0.0366 0.6674 0.100 pCi& 1.0 

Silver-I 10M U 0.00927 +/-(LO305 0.056 1-00 pCitg 1.0 
Sodium-22 u -0.00759 4 - 0 . w  0.0707 0700 pCdg 1.0 
Thdium-208 J 0.4?7 +/-0.0903 0.0516 1.00 pCi/s 1.0 

Tin-I 13 U -0.00720 +/-0.0330 0.0600 1.00 pCifs 1.C 
Thorium-234 2.95 +I- 1.94 1.65 1.00 pciig 1.0 

uranium-235 u -0.0424 +LO.I70 0.302 0.500 pC2g 1.0 
Yurium-a8 U 0.01 07 4- 0.0257 0.Q559 0.100 pcvg 1.0 

u -0.0802 4-0.0926 0.1 53 0.200 pcifg 1.0 ZincdS 
Zircanium-9S U 0.0171 +/-0.Qs81 0.106 1-00 pCi/g 1.0 
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ENVl RONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Enginccring Laboratories, Inc. Affiliate. 

-. - CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

Client: Kaiser Hill Company, L.L.C. 
Rocky Hats Ennronrnenld Tcch. Site 
Bloc. 881 
Goldm. Catomdo 8040243464 

Envimnmcntal samples Rnpid (D) Turnaround 
Conroa: Ms. Virgene locket 

Project Uucriprton: 

cc: KHco00797 Rtpdn Dnrc: Fcbruan 24. 1998 R g c  3 of 

S m p l t  ID : 48.40621 009.027 

hl = Mcthod Method-Descdplian - I_ 

This dam TCQOR has bctn pnpucd and reviewed 
in accordance 4th Genu31 Engineering Lsbonlories 
stmdard operorinmocedums. Please dircct 

e Reviewed 

P. 0. UOX 3071 1 Charleston, SC 2941 7 18031 256-01 71 Fax lMfI3l 7Gh-1178 
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ENVl RONM E NT4L 
PHYSICS, INC. 

'SEL: 8 U 3  7bY 7376,4028 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Eligineerinl: Laboratories, Irrc. AifiILite 

Y.  

-- CERTlFlCATE OF ANALYSIS 

Clicnt: K ~ s c r  Hill Compny, LLC .  
Rocky Rau Envimnnunfd Tech. Sitc 
Bldg. 881 
Golden, Colorado 80402-W& 

Environrncntd iamplu Rapid (D) Turnround 
Corltacr- MJ. Virgmc Jdcksr 

Projecr Dcariptionr 

cc: KHCOM797 R e p a  Date: kbru8ry 14. 1998 Pagc 3 of  
~ 

: 98A0621 016.048 

"his  datJ # p ~ n  har bcen prepared and rcviccved 
in RCCO~MCC with Genera1 Engineering hbonroria 

I 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

' I 'EL:803 7bY 737bt4028 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Enginering L aborarorfes. Inc. AAliare 

-. CERTIFICATE O F  ANALWS  

aienc Kaiser Hill Company. L.L.C. 
Rocky f%rs Envimnmend Tech. Site 
Bldg 881 
Coldto. Colondo 80402-0464 

Envimnmenral smples Rapid (D) Tumamund 
Conact: Mr. Virgenc ldclccr 

Pmjecr Dcscri pt ion: 

Page I of  a: KHC000797 Rtparr D3w: Fehruary 24, 1996 

Sample ID :98A0621-012.036 P o u -  IO3A Nb Car.ctH 
L;rb ID :9603'51-16 
Mamx : Mjsc 
Dare Collected : Om4498 
DXC Rcco'vcd : 07307i9B 
R i O l i t y  : Roudne 
CoUcnar : Client 

Par;unctu Qualifier Result DL RL Units DF Analyst Dore Time Bitch ? 
c-- 

Radialogld 
G a m m  €"A - 98 irenu 
Acdnium-728 
Americium-24 I 
Andmany- 17-4 
Andmony-125 
Bnhm-  133 
Barium- 140 
Bc~yllium-7 
Bismuth-212 
Bismuch-2 14 
Cerium-139 
Ctriurn- 141 
Cerium- 144 
Cerium-134 
Cuium-136 
Cesium- 137 
Chromium-5 1 
Cobalt-56 
Coball-57 
CObiIlK-SS 
Cobalr-60 
Europium-1 51 
Europium- 154 
Europiurn-lSj 
iodine- I3 1 
Iridium- 192 0 Iron-59 
L e d - 2  1 2 

U 
U 
U 
ti 
U 
U 

J 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

I .66 
0.0368 

0.00686 
-0.0434 

- o . m a  
0.0908 

-0.CO103 
1.215 

0.705 
0.0103 

-OB959 
-0.002 I 7 
-0.00434 
0.0191 

-0.00223 
-0.00343 
0.020 1 

-0.00557 
-0.003 IO 
-0.0042X 
4.064 I 

0.00 
4.00478 

-0.060729 
1.78 

-0.0696 

0.0067 7 

+I- 0193 
4- 0.0826 
+I- 0.0258 
4- 0.0s IS 
4- 0.0260 
4- 0.14 
4- 0.178 
4- 0.47-4 
+I- 0.1 n 
4- 0.0 I73 

ti- 0.1 14 
4- 0.0132 
+I- 0.0553 
+I- 0.0249 

.+I- 0.0341 

+I- 0.21 1 
4- 0.0268 
4- 0.0141 
4- 0.0136 
+/- 0.021 I 
+i- 0,0645 

+I- 0.106 

4- 0.0202 
4- 0.0536 

i J - O . l l 7  

+- o.oas 

+I- 0.0567 

0.1 29 
0. I55 

0.0407 
0.088 1 
0.0417 
0.259 
0.3 I a 
a . m  

0.0689 
0.03 IO 
0.Q599 
0.303 

0.035 1 

0.0408 

0.04% 
0.0249 

0.0404 
0.0372 

0.1 17 
0.105 

a. 1 oz 

0.358 

o.oa90 

0-103 
o . o m  
0.0958 
o.os* 

1.00 pcilg 
0.400 pa ls  

1.00 p c i s  
0.200 p c i g  
1.00 p c i g  

1.00 p a s  
1.00 p a g  
1.00 p c i g  
1.00 pCifg 
1.00 p c i g  

0.500 pCVg 
0.100 pCiig 
1.00 pcig 
5.00 p c i g  
1.00 pcgg 
1.00 pcig 

0.100 PCV$ 
1.00 pCil5 

a100 pcig 
0.500 p c i g  

5.00 p c i g  
i.aa pcvg 

1.00 pCiq 

0.200 pCi/g 
0.100 pCilg 

1.00 pCilg 
1.00 pCi/g 

1.0 WB 02/17/98 1027 116681 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1.0 
I .o 

1 .O 
I .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 

IO 
I .o 
IO 
1 .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
I .o 
I .o 
1 .o 

1 .o 
I .0 
I .u 

I .a 

I .a 

I .a 
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ENVl R ONM ENTAL 
PHYSICS, 1Nt 

MKK'I"G/AC;C;'I'/UUAL ' I 'EL :805  7 b Y  737bt4028 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Laboratories, Inc. Afftlrate 

CERTIFICATE O F  ANALYSIS - 
Clicnr; Kaiser Hill Campmy. L.L.C. 

Rocky Pats Environrnentnl Tcch. Site 
B Idg. 88 I 
GoIdcn. Colondo 80401-0464 

Environmenwl nrnptu b p i d  (0) rumwound 
Contilc1: Ms. Virgcnu Idckcr 

Pmjm Drzcriptiap: 

CC: KnC000797 Report Datc  Feb- 24.1998 Pagc t o f  
2- 

Sample ID : 9ti~062 1-0 I 2.036 

Lmd-I14 
M M g ~ c . 5 4  
Mercury-103 
Neodymium - 1 47 
NCP~U~~UIII-139 
Nio bium-94 
Niobium-9S 
Potassium4 
Pmmerhium-144 
Promuhiurn-1 46 
Radium-126 
Radium220 
Ruthenium- 106 
silver-1 10h.f 
Sadjum-E 
Thallium-205 
Thorium-234 
Tin-I 13 
Umiurn-235 
Yttrium-81 
Zinc&- 
Zirconium-gs 

J 0.713 
U 0.0352 
U -0.M681 
U -0.159 
U -0.0885 
U 0.0 103 
u 0.00 

20.9 
U -0.00566 
U 0.00369 
I 0.702 

1.66 

U 0.0 111 
U -0.0139 
I os64 

1.31 
u 0.00771 
U O-OSOO 
U -0.00378 
u -0.00774 
U 0.014 

u -o.aw 

Comments; 
Eu-155 not quantified due to inrcrfercncc 

Nb8S not quvlrilied due to law iibundwce. 

4- 0. I30 
4- 0.03ao 
4- O.026d 
+/- 0.275 
4- 0.1 05 

+I- 0-0207 
+/- 0 . m  
+I- 1.37 

4- 0.6243 

4- 0.293 
4- 0.197 

+I- 120365 
if- 0.0305 
+I. o-mn 

*I- 1.14 
4- 0.0933 
+/- a1 1s 

+I- no204 
4- 0.0586 

+I- a,om 

+I- a. I 27 

+I- a . a a  

0.0693 
0.0354 
0.0399 
0.470 
0.184 

0.037 1 
0.045 
0.333 

0.0345 
0.6J39 

0.129 
0.336 

0.0372 
O.WI9 
0.0398 

1.26 
0.0474 
0 2  19 

0.0378 
0.0836 
0.0749 

0.0689 

1.00 p C i 3  
0.Joo pCi& 

1.00 p c i g  
1.W pCilg 
1.00 pcdg 
1.m p c i g  
1.00 p c i g  

0.106 pcig 
0.160 pmg 
1.00 pcids 
1.00 pciig 

o-am p c i g  
1.00 p c i g  

1.00 pciig 
1.00 pciig 
1.00 pcvs 
0300 pals 
Q.1W pcig 
0.200 pc ig  

1.00 pci/p 

1.00 pCVg 

0.700 p C ~ g  

1 .o 
1.0 EJB 02/17/98 1027 llh681 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .Q 
I .Q 
1 .o 

1.0 
1 .o 
I .o 
I .Q 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1.0 
1 .O 
1 .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
1.0 
1 .o 

1 .e 

P. 0. Box 3071 1 9 Charleston. SC 2947 7 (8031 556-a1 71 6 Fa% (8031 766-1 7 78 
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ENVl RONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC- 
A General Engineering Labontorics. Inc. A ffiliare. 

P. 

CERYIFICATE OF .~.- ANALYSIS 

Cficnt; ICniscr Hill Company, L.L.C. 
Rocky njcs Environmcnrd Tcch. Sitc 
Bid& 881 
Golden, Colorado Bw01-W&r 

Envimnmencjl samples Rapid (D) Tumomund 
Contact- Ms. Virgent Ideker 

Projet Dcscrip<iow 

tf: I(HC000797 Report Date: February 24,1998 Pap 3 o f .  
-- 

Sample ID : 98A0621-012.036 

Notes: 
The qualifiers in this npon arc defined as fallom: 
ND indicates tha~ the andyk wes mt dnrcrcd at 3 cnpcentntion p a c e r  than the dercrrion l i ~ t  
J indimtcs p r a w n  OF mdytt a[ a conccnrnrion less chon rhe reponins limit (RL) and srutcr than the drrecnon limit @L). 
U indicates rhar rhz mllyre ws nor dcccried IC I connntmrion grearrr than the detection limit. 
* indicates chat a qudicy consol mzdytt recovery is outside of specified acccpimce criteria. 

'98025 1-1 6' P. 0. Box 30711 Cbarlesron. SC 29117 (803) 556-8171 Fax t803) 766-1 178 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

MKK'I 'NG/  AC;C'I'/VUAL 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Laboratories, Inc. Affiliate. 

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

Clienc Knirer Hill Company. L.L.C. 
Rocky RJCS En\rironmcnral Tech. Si= 
Bldg. 88 I 
cioidm. Coiondo 80402-0464 

Conracl: Ms. Virgene ldcktr 
Projcct Dccctiption: Enn'mnmMtd samplu Rapid (D) Turnwund 

Rcpon OPE F c b w q  24, I498 Page 1 of cc: mc000797 

Snmptc ID : 98A0621 001.003 b,,, 13 5' 
F l X J i X  : Miwz 
Daw C o k t e d  :OYIOm8 , 
Dare Rettivcd : 024 1/98 
R i O r i ~  : Rouoae 
Coileaar : Client 

Lab ID ;980?311-17 

RL Units DF Analyst Date Time Batch h Pujmcter QunliIier Rsult  Dl. 

Gamma PHA - 98 imns e 
Acrlnium-228 
Amcriciu m-24 I 
Antimony- I ?A 
hdmony- J 75 
Barium- 133 
BMiurn-lJO 
Bhyllium-7 
Bismuth-21 2 
Bismuth-214 

Ccriurn-141 
Cerium- 144 
Cesium- 134 
Chium-136 
( k i ~ m - 1 3 7  
Chromium-S 1 
Cobalt-56 

CLnum-139 

c o  bdr-57 
Cob&-58 
CobjlC-60 
Europium- 152 
Europium- 154 
Europium- 155 
Iodine-1 3 1 

U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
J 

U 
U 
U 
U 
0 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

1.23 
-0.0807 
-0.0233 
-0.0784 

0.000876 
-0.053 8 

1 13 
0.037 1 
0.0221 
0.00 

4.0613 
0.0409 
0.048 I 
0.1 10 

-0.041 1 
O.ooo98 I 
-0.03 1 s 
0.0509 

-0.0658 
0.0488 
0.03 19 

-0.00430 
-0.0534 

1.35 

-0.0277 

0.91 a 

-0.0688 

4- 0.481 
+I- 0.239 

.e/- 0.0668 
4- 0. I 42 

+i-o.or~ 
if- 0.303 
+I- 0.492 
4- 0.972 
4- 0.34 

+I- O.oJ36 
+I- 0.179 
4- 0.851 

+I- 0.0617 
4- 0.1 16 

i f -  o.ms2 
+I- 0.521 
-1-1- 0.0601 
4- 09396 
4- 0-06co 
+I- 0.06d3 
4- 0. If15 
+I- 0. I60 
4- 0. tM 
A- 0. I1Y 
4- o.os2 I 
4- 0.157 
4- 0.244 

0.38 t 
0-379 
0.0999 
0.248 
0.1 12 
0.552 
0.887 
0.876 
0.177 
0.0799 
0. I59 
0.562 

0.226 
0.1 19 
0.917 
0.0994 
0.0709 
0. IO2 
0.130 
0.277 
0.3 14 
0.299 
0.21 1 

0.237 

0.0834 

0.0901 

a. I 46 

1.00 p c i g  
0.400 pci/g 

1.00 p c i g  

1.00 p c i g  
1.00 pci/g 
1.00 p c j f g  
1.00 p c i g  
1.00 pci/g 
1.00 p c i g  
1-00 pG/p 

0500 pCi/g 
0.100 S i f g  

1.00 pCifg 
S.00 pCi/g 
1.00 p c i g  

0.200 pCi/g 

1.00 pCi/s 
0.1M) pCi/g 

0.100 pQ/g 
0.500 pCi/g 

1.00 p c i g  

0.200 p c i :  
0.330 pCits 
S.W pCilp 
1.00 p c i g  
1.00 p c i g  
1.00 pCi/p 

1.0 EIB 02l9t98 2017 116863 : 
I .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
I .o 
I .o 
1 .O 
1 .o 
I .o 
I .o 
1.0 
I .o 
1 .o 
f.0 
1 .o 
I .o 
I .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
I .o 
I .O 
I .O 
I .o 
I .o 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC, 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Laborarories, Inc. Affiliate. 

CERTlflCATE Of: ANALYSlS 

Clienr: Kaiser Hill Company. L.LC. 
Rocky Has Envimnrncncd Tech. Site 
Bldg. 88 1 
Golden. Colondo 80401-096* 

Environmenral tampic; Rapid (D) Turnsound 
Gnracr: Ms. Virguic ldckcr 

Project Desaipdon. 

Rcpon Date: February 24. I998 P3gc 20r; cc: KHC000797 

Samplc ID : 9RA0621 001 .QO3 

Panmctcr QudiLicr Result DL RL Uniu DF Analyst Dak Timc Batch bi 

MlltlgurCSe-SJ 
Lcjd-214 1.11 4.0.305 0.200 1.00 pG/g 1.0 

Mcrcury-203 U 0-00 4-0.0805 0.100 1.00 pcvg IO 
Neodymium- 147 U -0.260 +/-OS90 1.03 1.00 pci/g I .o 
Neprunium-239 U 0.0503 +I- 0.301 0.513 1.00 p c i g  1.0 
Niobium-94 U -0.OOS48 +/-0.OS.S1 0.0981 1.00 pCi/g 1.0 
Niobiu rn-95 U -0.000701 +/- 0.0636 0. I 79 1.00 pmg 1.0 
PoraJi ium4 31.1 +I- 3.1 I 0.847 1.00 pCi/g 1.0 

0.101 0.100 pcig 1.0 
0.125 0.100 pcig 1.0 

I Radium-226 122 +/-0.344 0. I77 1.00 pews 1.0 
1.23 4- 0.581 0.381 1.00 p c i g  1.0 

Silver-I 10bf U 0.00492 +1-0.0576 0.104 1.00 pCi/g 1 .a 
Sodium-??, U -0.0391 tl-0.06U 0.1 11 0.700 pCi/g I O  

0.1 IS 1-00 pci/g 1.0 
nariurn-234 U 1.05 +/- 2.00 3.17 1.00 p c i s  1 .o 

U -0.0137 if-0.068l 0. I 23 1.00 pci/g 1.0 
0.0828 +I- 0.48 1 0.550 asoo p c i g  1.0 

Yttrium-aa U 0.0434 +I- 0.0530 0 119 0.100 pCi/p 1 .o 
U -0.0399 4-0.161 0.246 0.200 p c y  1.0 

U 0.0108 4-0.0613 0.111 0.100 pa/g 1.0 02/19/98 1012 116863 1 

Promechiurn-1 44 U 0.0236 4- 0.0542 
Pmmerhium- 116 U 0.0351 */- 0.0669 

R~cfium-',18 
Ruthenium-106 U 0.130 4-0577 0.931 O-BM, pCilg 1.0 

?h;lllium-?O8 J 0.319 +/- 0.146 

Tin- 1 13 
Urrurjum-235 U 

ZUC-65 
Zrconiom-gS u -0.0244 +/- 0.1 10 0. I92 1.00 pCVg 1.0 

Comarenb: 
Cc-141 yrd Ha-103 not quantified due ID inrerfermcc. 



'I'LL: 8U3 7bY 737b+402)5 Y. 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
4 General Engineering Labomtorics, lnc. Affiliate. 

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS - .  

Client: Kaiser Hill Company, L.L.C. 
Rocky Rncs Enrironmcnlal Tcch. Sicc 
Bldg. 881 
Golden. Colondo 804024464 

Envimnmentd sunples Rapid (D) Turnaround 
ColltnUI Ms. Virgene Idektr 

Project Dacn'pcian; 

cc: KHC000797 Rcpon Daw: Fcbruuy 34. 1998 Pige 3 ai 
-- 

Sample ID : 98A0621 001.003 

NOW: 

?he qualificm in chis rcpon we defined ns follows: 
ND indicates that rhc anaiyre wilf not dacEhd II a concntrudon grc3.t~ chm the detection limit. 
J indintcs presence of snillyfc at a conccnmaan less than the reporling limit (a) M d  p n t e r  than rhe dtrcction limit (DL). 
u indimus hac rhe snalyrc wu not dectctui nt a conccnmcion greater rhnn Ihc dctcctioo limit. 

indicneu that a quality con no^ mplytc rccovay is oulsjdc of spctificd ~ c c c p m c  crircna. 

P. 0. Box 3071 2 Chw\eston, SC 134 1 7 (BO31 5.56-8 17 1 Fax' 1803 766- I 1 7L1 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

G E L  MKK'I"C;/ACC;'I'/QUAL 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Laboratories, loc. Affiliate. 

P 

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS -- -- 

Clienc Kaiser Hill Company. LLC.  
Rocky Rats Environmenul Tech. Site 
Eldg. 88 1 
GoIda, ( h l O n d 0  80402-DW 

Canrafc Ms. Virgenc ldckcr 
h l t c l  Description: Environmental samples Rapid (D) Tumuound 

Rcpott h i e :  Fcbruary 24,1998 Pngc I o f :  CC: IQIC000797 

Sample ID :96A0621 017.051 -0- 1 2 5  SE 
Matrix * kfisc. 
Date Colleacd . : OYI W98 
Date Received : 02.4 1/98 
PrjOrjIy : Rourinc 
Collector : Clicnr 

Lab ID : 9802321-24 

RL Units DF Analyst Date Time Batch M Parameter QualiSer Result DL 0 RadioIo&al 
Gammp PHA - 98 irenu 
Actinium-228 

Antimony-124 
Antimony4 ZS 
Barium433 

BeryUiuxn-7 
Bi~rnulh-212 
Biarnurh-214 
Cerium 139 
Cerium- 141 
Cerium-144 
Cesium-134 
C~um-136 
Cuiurn-137 
Chromium-51 
Cobalt-56 

Americium-24 1 

B1Fium-140 

C O ~ ~ C - 5 7  
Cob&-58 
C0b;lfrdO 
Europium- 152 
Europium-] 54 
Europium-155 
Iodine-131 
Indium- 192 a- lron-59 
Lad-2 12 

u 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

U 
U 
U 
u 
U 
11 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
Li 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

2.09 
40364 
OB?, 1 4 
0.0166 
Q 0 2 3  
0.100 

-0.112 
1.33 
1.17 

0.00937 

-0.0845 
4.101 
0.0182 

- 0 . W 6  
-0.178 

0.00508 
-0.0 179 
-0.0 J 70 
0.023 6 
0.040 I 
0.0287 
0.06 I3  
O.OjX3 

0.00920 
0.048 I 

I .9' 

aoi I E  

+t- 0.4 I a 

+I- omoe 
4- 0.143 

if- 0.0791 
4- &Wl9 
4- 0.149 
4- 0.24 1 
+I- 0.5 1 5 
*I- 0.1 92 

+/- 0.0267 
+4- 0.0079 
+/- 0.167 
4- 0.04 I I 
4- 0.08 I 1 
+I- 0.0340 
+I- 0-304 

+I- 0.0345 
+/- 0.021 1 
4- 0.0198 
+I- 0.0320 

4- 0. I 13 
4- 0.09 16 
+I- 0.0638 
4- 0.0296 
t/- 0.0701 
+I- 0.240 

+I- o.aa I I 

0.184 

0.059 I 
0.140 

0.0682 
0.307 
0.4 I5 
0.416 
0.1 02 
0.0440 
0.0678 
0197 

0.0527 
5.147 

0.0608 
0.5 IO 

0.0628 
0.0379, 
6.0509 
0.0659 
0.147 
0.214 
0.173 
0.1 18 

o.Qs29 
0.135 

0.0935 

0.241 
1 .oo 
0.400 
1-00 
0. XI0 

1 .oo 
1 .w 
1 .oo 
I .oo 
1 .no 
I .oo 
I .oo 

0.500 
0. IO0 
1-00 
5.00 
I .00 
1 .oo 

- 1.00 
0.100 
0.500 
0.200 
0.200 
5 .oo 
1 .oo 
1 .OD 
I .oo 

0. ion 

1.0 EfB 0220/98 OB01 116663 1 
1 .O 
1.0 
I .o 
I .O 
I .O 
1 .o 
I .o 
I .0 
1 .o 
1 .Q 

1 .o 
1 .o 
I .O 
I .o 
1 .D 
1 .o 
1 .O 
I .o 
1 .O 
1 .a 
I .o 
1.5 
I .o 
I .o 
I .o 

1 .a 

, " " . l a  - r  r , . -. 
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ENVl RONMEMA1 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Laborxories, Inc. A6iIiiliate. 

- CERTlFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

Client; Koiscr Hill  Cornpony. U C  
Rocky Fliu Environmental Tech. Sifc 
Bldg. 881 
Golden, Colorado 804024464 

Environmcnd smples Rapid (D) Turnaround 
Contsa: Ms. Virgene Idekcr 

Projm Description: 

cc: KHC000797 R g e  2 a f  

Sample ID : 98~0621 017.0SI 
- 

Parnmcttr @&fer Rcsuit DL Unim OF Annlyst Dnle Time Bat& > 
0.109 1.00 pcvg 1.0 Lead-2 14 1.22 +I- 0.231 

Mercury-203 U 0.00268 4-0.0339 0.0599 1.00 pcvg 1.0 
U 0.044s 4- 0.352 0.656 1.00 p c i g  1.0 

Neptunium-239 U -0.140 +I- OM3 0.169 1.00 pcug 1.0 
Niobium-% U a025 I 4- 0-03 16 0.060 I 1-00 p c i g  1.0 

0.0 143 +I- 0.0400 0.0665 1.00 p c i g  1.0 
Potwsium-40 245 4- 3.1 1 0562 1.00 p c i g  1.0 

Promethium-1 46 U 0.0 I66 4- 0.0368 0.0703 0.1m pcilg 1.0 
Rjdium-226 1.17 +/-a192 0.102 1.00 p c i g  1.0 
Radium-128 209 +I- 0.41B 0.184 1.00 pcig 1.0 
brhc11ium-106 U 0.0~14 +I- am 0.496 0.sm p c i g  1.0 

U 0.0163 +I- 0.0303 0.0574 1.00 pcug 1.0 

ThdZhrn-UJB .I 0.566 +I- 0. I a7 0.056 1 1.00 p c i g  1.0 
2.17 +I- 1.70 2-03 1-00 pcilg 1.0 

Tin-I13 U 0.0224 +I- 0.0384 0.0695 1.00 p c i g  1.0 

U O.CO997, +1-0.0307 0.0626 0.100 p c i g  1.0 
U -0.0190 +/- 0.0797 0.1 19 0.706 p c i g  1.0 
U 110161 if-0.0609 0.112 1.00 p c i g  1.0 

Manganese-% U 0.00934 +I-0.0348 0.0636 0.100 Pci/g 1.0 02/7,0/98 0801 116863 

NcodYmjU~b147 

Niobium-95 U 

Rorntthiurn-144 u O.OOIE +//-a.mu 0.0486 0.100 pCVg 1.0 

Silm-llOM 
sodium22 U ao I 03 4- 0 . ~ ~ 0 2  0.0763 0.700 pCilg 1.0 

ThO~fUm-234 

U 0.116 +I-0.180 0.335 0500 pCifs 10  UrYu'um-23S 
Y tfflum-88 
Zinc-65 
Zirconium-95 



MAK. -Ib'Y8(MUNI 1 4 : 2 4  GEL MKK'I'NC; i Accyl yu AL 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Eqgineering Lahoralories. Iiic. Afiliate. 

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS -- 
Client: KSjstr Hill Company. LLC. 

Rocky Flntr Enviramm~ Tcch. Site 
Bldg. 881 
GoIda. Colbrndo 80402-0464 

Conrrrcr M r  Virgenokkker 
Pmjecr Descriptiow Environmd samples Ropid (D) Turnaround 

cc: KHc000797 Repon Dak: Febntnry 24, 1998 Page 3 of 



MAK. -1b’YI I (MUNI  1 4 : 2 4  C; E L MKK‘I’NG / AC;C’I’/ Q U A L  

ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineerin& Laboratories, loc. AIl;/ij/c, 

CERTlFiCATE OF ANALYSIS 

Qisnt: Kaiser Hill Company. L.L.C. 
Rocky Rats Environmenrni Tech. Site 
Bldg. 88 I 
Gofdcn. Colondo 8@#2-IL2& 

Environmental snmplcs Rapid @)Turnaround 
COntxC Mi. Virgene l d e k  

Pmjut DeJcription: 

Parameter Qualllicr Result DL RL DF Analyst DaLc Time Batch h. 

Gamma PhA - M irenu 

- @ Radiotogid 

Actinium-228 1.49 4- 0.366 0.212 I.00 PCgS 1.0 EJB W-198 OB02 116863 I 
Amcricium-?41 U -0.0107 +1.0.131 0.226 0.- pciig 1.0 
Antimony- $24 U -0.00705 +/-0.0287 0.0508 1.m p c i g  t.0 
~Umolly-125 U 0.0441 +I- 0.0686 a m  a200 p c i g  1.0 
B&um-133 u o.mm +/-a0387 0.0546 1-00 pa is  1.0 
Barium-140 U -0.145 4-0.165 0.766 1-00 p c i g  1.0 
Beryllium-7 U -0.0744 4-0.224 0.401 160 pcvg 1.0 
Bismorh-312 1.03 +1-035:! 0.41 I LOO pcvg 1.0 
B ismuth-714 1.07, +/- 0.189 0.0967 1,w pcis 1.0 

u -0.0061l +/-a0229 0.0407 1m pcik 1.0 
U 4-0395 4-0.0470 0.08 19 1.00 p c i g  1.0 

Ccrium- 144 U 0.110 4- 0.162 0.302 0.500 sirs 1.0 
Cuium-134 U 0 OQ670 +I-0.0295 0.0579 0.100 p c i g  1.0 

U 0.00683 4-0.0682 0.1 37 Io0  pci/g 1.0 
Cuiurn-137 U -0.0213 +I-O.OiO5 0.05 I3 5.00 p c i g  1.0 
Chmmium-Sl U 0271 4-0.271 050 1 1.00 p c i g  1.0 

u o.w-oa +t-o.ow 0.0536 1.00 p c y  1.0 
U -0.900869 +/- 0.0183 0.0346 0.100 pcig I .o 

1.00 p c i y  1.0 
0.100 pCi/s 1.0 

u u . 0 ~ 0  +/-o.oax 0.152 0.500 pci/g 1.0 
U 0.01 I6 4- 0.1 10 0.202 0.100 pCi/g I 0 
U 0.0227 +I- o.ogoa 0.151 0.2000 pCiIg 1.0 
U 0.01 18 4- 0.0579 0. IO9 5.00 pcig 1.0 

Indium- 192 U -0.00175 t/- 0.0275 0.0476 1.00 p c i g  1.0 

h d - 2  I 2 1.57 +I- 0.208 o.wag 1.00 p c u g  I .o 

cuium-I39 
&urn-141 

CkShm-136 

CO balC-56 
CobalI-57 
Cobalt-sa U 0.0 I 76 4- a.0307 0.0576 
Cobalr-60 U 0.0364 4- 0.0342 0.069’3 
Europium- 152 
Eumpium-I54 
Europiurn-LSj 
Iodine- 13 I 

(1) Iron39 U 0.0 I47 d- 0.QRU 0. I ;4 1.00 pCiIg 1 .o 



MAK. -16' Y8(MUNJ 1 4 : 2 4  GEL MKK'I'NGIAC'(;'f'/UUAL 

ENVl RONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, JNC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A Genera I Engineeriqg laboratories, Inc. Afhliate. 

CERTIFKATE OF ANALYSIS -- - -- -.-- 

Client: K a i w  Hal Company. &.LC. 
Rocky Rars Environmental Tcch. Sitc 
Bldg. RSI 
Golden, Calanda 80401-0464 

Envimnmcntid synplcs Rapid (D) Turnamund 
Conmct MI. Virgcnc Idckcr 

Project kcription:  

bod-224 
MYlgTlCSC-54 

MCCCUW-203 
Neadymium-147 
Neptunium-239 
Niobium84 
Niobiuw95 
Potassium4 
P m M ~ U W l q  
Pmmcthium-l46 
Rndium-726 

Ruthenium-106 
Silvcr-11OM 
Sodium-22 
TharIiurn-208 
Thorium-23.4 
Tin-J 13 
Unnium-235 
Ytcri.Jn&a 
Zlnc-6S 
2irmnium-9s 

RdiUm-23 

U 
u 
U 
U 
U 
U 

U 
U 

U 
U 
U 
J 

U 
U 
u 
U 
U 
U 

Commentr: 
Hg-203 nor quantified due to intufcrcncc. 

1.21 
0.0262 
0.00 

-0.076 1 
0.0503 

o.OOo50 I 
o.oO046 1 

x.4 
-0.00269 

0.0217 
1.02 
I -49 

0.1 18 
-0.00 12s 
0.00397 
0.503 
0.41 5 

0.02 19 
0.153 

-0.00772 
0.00636 
0.0636 

+I- 0.2 1 f 
+/- 0.0375 
+/- 0.0707 
if- 0.336 
4- 0.154 
4- 0.0280 
4- 0.w65 

+I- 3.00 
4- 0.0283 
4- 0.0335 

+I-o.iag 
+/- 0.366 
4- 0.368 

+I- 0.0242 
4- 0.0393 
4- 0.0981 
4- 1.66 

if- 0.0356 
4- 0. I 74 
4- 0.0126 
+I* 0.0938 
4- 0.0857 

0.102 
0.06 12 
0.0513 
a601 
0.187 

0.050 I 
0.07 15 
0.423 

0.0499 
0.0642 
0.0967 
021 2 
4499 
0.0437 
0.07 19 
0.0504 

I .92 
0.0670 
0.324 

0.0416. 
0.143 

0.0997 

1.00 pci/s 
0.100 pci/g 

1.00 pcilg 
1 . m  p c i g  

1.00 p c i g  
i.aa pcvg 
1.00 pcvg 

O.Io0 pcig 
0.100 p c i g  
1.00 p c i g  
1-00 pciig 

0.800 p c i s  
1-00 p c i g  

1.00 p c i g  
1.00 pci/g 
1.00 p c i g  

0.500 p c i g  
0.100 p c i g  
0200 p c i g  
1.00 p c i g  

1-00 

0.700 pCi/g 

1 .o 
1.0 EJE 02f??8 0802 116863 I 
I .o 
1 .a 
7 .O 
110 
1 .o 
1 .O 
1.0 
1.0 
1 .o 
I .a 
I .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
I .O 
1 .o 
1 .O 
I .o 
1 .D 
1 .O 
1 .o 

'980232 I-25- P. 0. Bow 30712 Charlestan. SC 3941 7 (003~SS64171 0 Fax it1031 766-1 176 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 

PHYSICS, INC. 

'I'EL:8U3 7 b 9  737bt4U28 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Labomtories, Inc. Affiliate 

.- CERTlFiCATE OF ANALYSIS -_-- 

c1 icnt: KJira Hill Comp;u\y. LLC. 
Rocky Fhu Environrncnd Tsch. Sirc 
Bklg. 881 
Goldcn. Colondo 6W-9464 

Envimnmcnwl samples Rnpid (D) Turnaround 
Canwa: Ms- Virgme ldckcr . 

Projccr Description: 

cc: IcHcMM797 Report Dare: Fcbruw 24. 199B Page 3 01 
_ _  

Sample ID : 98A0621 om.o~a 

Method-Desciiptlon _- M = Mcthod 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

G E L  MKK'I"ti/ACC'I'/VUAL 'I'LL: 8U3 76Y 73 76+4U28 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering LahofalOries, Inc. Affiliate. 

- CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSJS .- - 
Clienr Kaiser Hill Company. LLC. 

Rocky Rats Enrimnmenwl Tech. Sic 
Bldg. 881 
Goldcn. Colorado 80402-0464 

Envimmcnull zarnptu Rnpid (D) Turnaround 
Contact: Ms. Virgmc Idtker 

Rojccr Dejctiprion: 

CF. mcm797 Page 1 of?  

Aainium-228 
Amcridum-241 

Antimony- 1 25 

B bum- I 40 
Beryllium-7 

Eirmurh-:!14 
Cerium-139 
Cen'um- 141 
Ccrium-144 
Cuium- 134 
Cesium-1 36 
Cu'urn- I37 
Chromium-51 
CObdl-56 
Cob1 r-57 
CObPlt-S e 
Cobal t-60 
Eumpium- t 52 
Europium- 154 
Europium 15s 
lodinc- 13 1 

&dmOny- 124 

hiurn-  133 

Bismuth-212 

U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
J 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

1.69 
b-oWS 
4.01 I 1  
0.00392 

-0.lM703 
0.0389 
-0.247 
0.853 
0.00 

0.0 1 68 
0.00527 
0.39 

-0.029 
-0.0306 
0.0121 
-0.105 

0.00140 
-0.021 I 

0.0303 
0.0439 
0.0 I 27 
0.1 19 

0.01 68 

0.0 119 
1.76 

-0.02~7 

-a0131 

+I- 0.504 
4- 0.144 

4- 0.0280 
+/- o-mn 
+l- 0.0350 
4 4 1 6 8  
+/- 0.274 
if- 0.57 f 
4- 0204 

+/- 0.0324 
4- 0.042' 
4- 0407 
if- 0.0290 
+I- 0.0767- 
+I- a.mo 

+A 0.258 
4- 0.0304 
+/- 0.02 I J 

4- 0.032 1 
4- 0.0299 
4- 0.0767 
+I- 0. I 10 

4- 0.09?4 
4- 0.0606 
4- 0.0157 

+I- 0.246 
+I- 0.013 I?  

Rt Unils DF A n d m  Date Time Batch M DL 
.-- - 
a203 
0.256 

0.0507 
0.139 

a06 I ti 
a.301 
0.442 
0.419 
0.268 

0.043 I 

0.30s 
0.0429 
0.131 

0.06 10 
0.433 

O.OSM 
0.0346 
0.0531 
0.0655 
0.144 
0.198 
0.169 
0.111 
0.0448 

0. I4R 
0.0835 

0.0798 

1-00 pwg 
0.m p a g  
1-00 pCVg 

o.am p w g  
1.00 pwg 
1.m p w p  
1.00 pcig 
1.00 p c i g  
1.00 
1-00 pciig 
1.00 p w g  

osoa pcilg 

1.00 p c i g  
s.00 p c i g  
1.00 p c i g  
1.00 p u s  

0.100 pcvs 
1.00 p c i g  

0.100 pcvg 

0.200 pci/g 
0200 pC3g 
5.00 pCi/g 
1.00 pcirs 
1.00 pCV3 
1.00 p c i / g  

0.100 PCdB 

0.500 pCi/g 

1.0 &lB 02Z0/9g 0803 116863 I 
1.0 
1 .o 
I .o 
I .0 
1 .o 
1 .o 
I .O 
1 .o 
I .O 
I .o 
\ .o 
1 .o 
1.0 
1 .D 
1.0 
1 .o 
I .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
f .O 
I .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
1.0 
1 .O 

P. 0. Bow 3071 2 Chatlerron, SC 2941 7 W.131 s56-a17 1 Fax ( 0 0 ~ 1  766-~4@.,.,~, 
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/!+. ENWRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Labofatorics, k. Affiliate. 

t::. 
ENVIRONMENTAL 

PHYSICS, INC. 

----- CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

Clienl: Kaiser Hill Company, LLC.  
Rocky Flats Envimnrnencsl Tech. Sice 
Bldg. 681 
Goldcn. Colando 804020464 

Envimnmeaul m p l a  Rapid (D) Turnaround 
CQntJct: Ms. Virgcne Idekcr 

Ptojca Desaiption: 

cc: KHC000797 Repan Dace- h b m u y  24. 1998 Page 2 0 

Sample ID : 98A0621 011 -063 

Penmtter Qualifier Result DL RL GniU DF Analyst Dstc Time Batch 
I 

L~sd-Zld 
M a m e - 5 4  
Met~v-203 
Neodymium-147 
Neptunium-239 
Niobium44 
Niobium-95 
Pornssium40 
Pmmerhium- 144 
Pmmcchium- 146 
Radium-226 
Rrrdium-2% 
RUK~CCI~WTI- 106 
Silva-1 IOM 
Sodium-22 
ThJllium-?-Oll 
Thorium-234 
Tin4 13 
Uranium-35 

Zinc-65 
Zirconium-95 

Yruiumaa 

U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

U 
U 

U 
U 
U 
1 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

1.26 
0.0398 
0.0140 
4.172 
-0.117 

0.00997 
0.0043 1 

22.3 
0.02 16 
0.0313 

1.13 
1.69 

0.101 
4.0 1 87 

0.00463 

1-35 
0.03 1 
0.0209 

0.00670 
S.UJ526 
-0.0165 

0.585 

+/- m 
4- 0.0484 
+I- dfB14 
tf- 0343 
if- 0.157 
4- 0.0282 
+I- 0-MQ 

+/- 273 
4- 0 . m  
+I- 0.0337 
if- am 
4- 0.w 
4- QWl 
M- 0.m 
+I- 0.0392 
4- 0.103 
+I- 212 

+/- &0350 
+/- 0.1 n 

+I- 0.0m 
4- 0.0885 
+I- 0.0328 

0- 106 
On560 
0.0531 
0.57 I 
0359 

0.0536 
0.0706 
0.599 

0.0556 
0.0646 
0.0944 
o-za 
0.494 

0.0475 
0.0707 
0.0548 

1.98 
0.0628 
0.303 

0.0612 
0. I37 

0 . ~ 4 7  

1.00 pCVg 
0-100 pcvs 

1.00 pcilg 
1.00 pci/g 
1-00 pcilg 
1.00 pcvg 
1.00 pci/g 
1.00 F i g  

0.100 p c i g  
0.100 pCifE 
1.00 p c i g  
1-00 pcug 

0.800 g i g  
1.00 p c i g  

1.00 pCVg 
1.00 pci/g 
1m pC2g 

9.100 pcig 
0.200 pcils 

1.00 pcig 

0.700 

0500 pCi/s 

1 .o 
J.0 EIB 02/2-2298 0803 1 16863 
1.0 

1 .O 
I .o 
1 .o 

I .a 

1.0 
J .O 
I .o 
1 .o 
1 .O 
1 .o 
1.0 
I .O 
I .O 
I .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 

Comrncntt, 
Bi-214 not quantified due to low abundance. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineefing Labararories, Jnc. Affiiiak 

ENVIRONMEN74L 
PHYSICS, INC. 

.- CERTIFICATE Of ANALYSIS -- - -- 

Clitn~: Kaiser Hill Company, LLC. 
Rocky Racs Envimnrncnrd Tcch. Sirc 
Eildg. 88 I 
Golden, Colondo 804024464 

Environrncntai sarnplcs Rapid (D) Turnaround 
Cantact: hfs. Virgmc: ldcker 

Rojen Ducription: 

cr. KHcoQo797 Repon Darc' February 24.1998 Psgc 30f 
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EN VI R 0 NM ENTAL 
PHYSICS. INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General €ng;neerhg Laborarories, Inc. AiMiars. 

-- CERTIFlCATE OF ANALYSIS - _  -. 

Client: KY'ser Hill Company, LLC. 
Rocky Flab Envirnnmenral Tech. Sire 
8ldg. 881 
Golden. Colondo 8W--0464 

Contact: h?r virgmc !dcka 
P m J a  DeMption; E n v i m n m n l  samples Rapid (D) Turnaround 

Rcpon Dorr: F c b r u q  1996 R g e  1 of cc: KHcoa079-7 

Somplc ID : 98A062103-1.066 L o -  

MWiX : Misc 
Dact CoUeaed ; 031 0/98 
Dote Received : OYI 1/98 
Ri0lil-j. : Routine 
Collcnor : Cficnc 

Lab LD ; 9802321-27 

RL Units PF Analyst Date Time 'Batch b Panrnctcr Qunljher Rtsult DL 
- 0 RadiologicaI 

C P ~ ~ U  PHA - 98 i;em 
Acrinium-228 1.86 +I- 0386 0.190 1.00 pwS 1.0 UE 07?-0/98 08W 116863 
Amdaum-141 U 0.0128 +I- 0.0465 0.0BoQ 0.400 pciig 1.0 
Antimony-114 U a.CO624 +/-0.0279 0.0493 1m pci/g 1.0 
Andmany- 125 U -0.0136 4-0.0746 0.1 27 0.900 pciig  1.0 
Bm-urn-133 LJ -0.0714 +/- O.oQIO 0.0604 1-00 pcilg 1.0 

U 0.133 40.180 0.305 1.00 p c i g  1.0 
U 0.0592 4- 0.230 0.433 1.00 F i g  1.0 

Bfsmurh-2i2 I .03 +I- 0.536 0394 1.00 p c i g  1.0 
Bismuch-2i4 I .03 +/- 0.207 0.102 1.00 pmg 1.0 
Cerium-139 u -0.00425 if-0.0221 0.0395 1.00 pci/g 1.0 
Ctnurn- 141 u 0.0173 +1-0.0414 0.0770 1-00 p c i g  1.0 
Grium-I44 U -00794 4-0.146 0.259 w o o  pcrrg I o 

0.100 pcug 1.0 Cuium-134 U 0.0198 +I- 0.0165 0.0464 
Cesium-136 u 0 . ~ 2 6 2  +I- o.oao6 0.142 1.00 p a g  1.0 
Cerium-137 U 0.00871 4-0.0418 0.0570 5.00 p w g  1.0 
Chromium5 I U 0.0886 +I- 0.243 0.437 1.00 p c i g  1.0 
Cobalt-56 U -0.00201 +1-0.0308 0.055 1 1.00 pCi/z 1 0  
6 b d  t-S7 U -0.00682 +/-0.0171 0.03 10 0.100 p c i g  I o 
CObdt-58 U O-OJ86 +/-0.0362 0.067 1 1-00 p c i g  1.0 
Cobalt40 U 0.005M3 +/-0.0348 0.0656 0.100 p c i i g  1.0 
Europiorn-l52 11 . 0.0~68 +I- 0.0771 0.141 0.500 pCdg I .o 
Eumpim- 154 U 0.0418 4- 0. IO8 0.107 03xl pcilg 1.0 
Europium- 1 55 U 0.00 4-0-1 14 0. I '3 0.200 pcig 1.0 
Iodine- 13 1 U 0.0 I24 +/- 0.0596 0.106 5.00 pmg 1.0 
Iridium-192 u -0.0000413 +I- 0.02445 0.0432 1.00 pcig 1.0 

U -0.0218 +I- 0.0714 0 1113 1.00 pclilg I O  
1.00 pC2g 1.0 

Barium-140 
EcryUlum-7 

Iron-59 

0.0762 @ Lrad-212 1.80 +I- 0.251 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

MKK'I'NG / A G W /  YU AL 'I'LL: 803 7bY 7376t4028 P. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A Gcneral Engineering Laborarories, Inc. AffiliJle. 

--- - _  .- CERTIFICATE - . _  OF ANALYSIS 

Clienr: Kaiser Hill Company. LLC 
Rocky n a t ~  Enviranmmd Tech. Site 
Bldg. 881 
Golden. Colondo BW02-0464 

Contacc Ms. Virgenc Idekv 
Project Ducription: Environrncnrsl samples Rapid (D) Turnround 

Rge ?of cc: KHC000797 Repan Dare: February 24, 1998 

Parameter Qualifier Rtsult DL RL Uniu DF AnoIyxt Date Time Batch h 

h84-2 14 
Mangwesc.54 
Mercury-203 
Neodymium- 147 
Neptunium-239 
Niobiu m-94 
Niobium-95 
Porassium-4 
Promethium144 
Promethium-146 
Radium-2.26 
Radlum-228 
Ruthenium-IIM 
Silver-1 )OM 
Sodjum-22 
ndliurn-208 
'Ihorium-234 
Tin-113 
Uraoiurn-23S 
Yttrium-Ill 
tinC-65 
Zimnium-9s 

U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

U 
U 

U 
U 
U 
J 

U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

1.18 
0.00727 

0.00 
0.379 

0.0326 
0.00918 
0.00605 

26.9 
O.OOO918 

I .03 
1.86 

0272 
-0-0349 
0.0 I63 
0.609 

1.27 
40407 
0.0363 

0-00630 
0.00394 

0.113 

a03m 

4- 0.196 
+I- 0.0346 
+/- O.os'1 
if- 0.3 07 
4 0.131 
4- 0.028 1 
+I- 0.W8 

+I- 3.08 

+I- 0.0523 
+I- 0207 
+I- 0366 
+I- 0.m 

4- 0.0387 

tf- 0.80 I 
+I- 0.0352 
+I- 0. I so 

+I- 0.010s 
+I- 0.0844 
+/- 0.108 

+I- a m x  

4- 0.03~8 

+I- a r os 

Comments: 
Eu-1 $3 and Hg-203 not quaorifid due IO intrrtkrcncc. 

0.0982 
0.0625 
0.0482 
0.61 I 
0.243 

0.052 I 
0.071 I 
0.520 

0.05 14 
0.0586 
0- 102 
0.190 
0.456 
0.0499 
0.0739 
0.0517 

0.746 
0.04r9 

0.175 
0.6556 
0. I37 
0.1 15 

1.00 pwg 
0.100 p c i 3  

1.00 p c i g  
1.00 pci ig  
1.00 p a s  
1.00 pwg 
1.00 pcvg 

0.100 pcig 
0.100 pcvg 

1-00 pcilg 
1.00 pwg 

0.800 p a g  
1.00 pwg 

1.00 p c i g  
1.00 p c i g  

0.500 pals 
0.100 p a / g  
Q.ZOO pcilg 
1.00 pcug 

1.00 Qci/g 

0.700 pCifg 

1.QQ pCirg 

1 .o 
1.0 WJ2196 0804 116843 . 
I .o 
1 .o 
1.0 
1x1 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1.0 
1 .o 
1 .a 
1.0 
I .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1.0 
1 .a 
I .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .O 

P. 0. Bar 30712 Charlesion. SC 2941 7 (803) 556-6171 Fax (803~766-117R 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, 1NC. 

'rEL:8Uj 7bY 7376'41328 P 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Laboratories, Inc. Af%'liate. 

-. CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS -. 

Client: Kaiser Hill Compwy. L.LC. 
Rocky Rats Environmenlsl Tech. S i c  

Bldg. 881 
Galden. Colotirdo 8wM-O. rQ 

Envimnmentd smples  Rapid (D) Turnvound 
Contact: Mr Virgmc Idcker 

Rojecr Description: 

CC: I(HC000797 Rcpon Dzipcc: Fcbrusry 24. 1998 Page 3 01 

Sample ID : 91A0611 097066 

h.I = Method Methad-Dcscn'ptian 
- -- - 

'980732 1-27. 
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ENVl RONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

'fE~:8U3 7bY 737bt4U28 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Laboratories, Inc. Affiliate. 

P. 

- CERTfFfCATE OF ANALYSIS 

CI ienc: Kaiacr Hill Compjny. LLC.  
Rocky flau Enrironmcnrnl Tcch. Site 
Bldg. 881 
Goldcn. Colondo 80402-0464 

Environmental samples Rapid (D) furnamund 
Conma- Mr. Virgene Ideker 

Project Description: 

Report Dale: Fcbmary 24. 1998 Page 1 of cc: KHCQOQ-797 

Sample ID :9l?A0621030.090 111 Vu+ G d -  rc { 
h b  ID : 98ou21-2a 
Mavix : Misc. 
Date Collecrcd : 0721W98 
Date Received : 02/11/98 
RiOdW : Rouune 
Callrnor : Client 

e RadloifllZiGll Gamma PHA - 98 irrnu 
A~bj~m-798 
Americium-24 1 
And mony- 124 
Antimany- 12.5 
Ban'um-133 
BarilJml4a 
Beryllium-7 
Bismuth-I!l2 
Eismuih-214 
Cerium-139 
Cerium-141 
anum-  1 44 
Cesium- I 31 
Cuium.136 
Cerium-137 
Chmmium-51 

Cabal t-57 
CO bo1 C-S 8 
Cob4 r-60 
Europium- 152 
Europium- 54 
Europiumls5 
Jadine- 13 I 
Indium- 191 

COh IC-56 

Iron-59 e. LWQ-212 

U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

S 
U 
U 
u 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

1-46 +/-0.303 
-0.002 11 if- 0.0858 
0.00893 +I- 0.0276 
0.0303 4-0.0647 
0.02 I 9 +I- om08 

-0.00537 4- 0.137 
0.0800 +I- 0.21 5 

1.06 4-0.384 
0.980 +I- 0. I80 

0.0598 +I-O.w46 
a . o w  +/- 0 . ~ ~ 9  

0.0363 +I- 0.157 
-0.00940 +/- 0.0183 

0.0175 t/- 0.0691 
-0.00380 +I- 0.0263 

0.19s +I- 0.241 
-0.00769 4- 0.0234 
0.00486 4- 0.0193 
0.00400 +I- 0.03 17- 
0.01 97 +I- 0.0321 
-0.OSJ3 if- 0.0735 

0- 107 4- 0.0758 
0. I3 1 4- 0.0803 

0.0178 4- 0.0557 
0.01 69 4- 0.025s 
-0.0~17 +I- a.om 

1.45 4-0.18d 

0.176 

0.0493 
0.1 14 

0.0514 
0.243 
0375 

0.087 1 
0.0392 
0.0792 
0.270 

0.04 1 8 
0.124 

0.0156 
0.134 

0.0461 
0.0336 
0.0472 
0.0588 
0.122 
0. I 66 
0.146 

0.043 1 
0.1 os 

0.0779 

a139 

a360 

o.am 

1.00 pcilg 

1.00 pcilg 
0200 pcug 

1.00 pcug 
1.00 pcvg 
1.00 p c i g  
1M) pCilg 
1.00 p c i g  
1-00 pcilg 
1.00 pais 

0.500 pcis 
0.100 pCYg 

1.00 p a g  
5.00 pci/g 
1.00 pcilg 
1.00 pci/g 

0.100 pG/s 
1.00 pCils 

0.500 p c i g  
0.200 pCi1g 
0.200 pcilg 
uo p c i g  
1.00 pcilg 
1.00 p c i i g  

0.400 pCig 

0.100 PCdY; 

1.00 pCifg 

1.0 UB 02L?O/C18 0805 116863 1 
I .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
I .O 
I .o 
IO 
I .Q 
1 .o 

10 
I .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
1.0 
1.0 

I .o 
I .o 
t .O 
I O  
I .a 
I .o 
1.0 
I .o 
I .o 
1 .o 

l a  

1 .a 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

GEL MKK'I 'NG/ AC;C'I'/UUAL 'SEL:803 7bY 737b+40211 P. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSfCS, INC. 
A General Engineering Lsborafories, Inc. Affiliate. 

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

Client: Knisn Hill Company, LLC.  
Rocky Rnrr Environmental Tcch. Sire 
Bldg. 881 
Golden, Calomdo 80402-0464 

Envimnmental ssmplcs Rapid (0) Tummund 
Canc;lcc ME. V i r g a  ldcktr 

Rojecr Descriprjan: 

cc: mc000797 Rcpon Darc Fcbmary 24.1993 - Pasc 20f  

Smple ID : 98A0611 030.090 

Pnrnrnctcr Qualifier Rcsult DL RL Units DF A d p t h t c  Time Batch h. 

Lad-21 4 1.17 4-0.181 0.W2 1.00 pcug 1.0 

MCXUTY-203 U a0370 4- 0.0536 0.0473 IfM p a s  1.0 
Nmdymium-l47 U 0.102 +I- 0.269 0.499- 1.00 p c i g  1.0 
Neptunium-239 U 0.146 +I-0.188 0.157 1.00 pcilg 1.0 

Pafassium4 28.0 +I- 3.31 03 97 1.00 p a g  1.a 
Prornnhium-l+% U &Om214 +1-0.0297 0.0446 0.100 p c i g  1.0 
Prarncfhium-146 U -0.M136 +/-0.0310 0.0526 0.100 pcilg 1.0 

Radium-228 1.46 +1-0.309 0.170 1.00 pcilg 1.0 
R&xn.iurn- 106 U -0_03S5 140.217 0.378 0.800 pci/g 1.0 
Silver-l IOM U 0.00466 +/-0.0%5 0.0433 1.00 pciig 1.0 

Thnlliurn-208 J 0.429 +I- 0.08 17 0.0478 1.00 p c i g  1.0 
Thorium-2% 1.32 +/- 131 1.19 1.00 pc ig  1.0 
Tin-I 13 u -0,0176 +/-a.mca 0.0509 1.00 pcifp 1.0 

yt ium-ga U -0.0154 +I-0.0258 0.0430 -0.100 p a $  i.0 
zi nc-65 U 0.03 I4 4- 0.123 0.122 0.200 pcvg 1.0 
Zirconium-95 U 0,0502 +1-0.0634 0.0807 1-00 p c i g  1.0 

M m g ~ ~ t - 5 4  U 0.0987 +I-O.MQ? 0.0438 0.100 pClg I O  EIB OV-OnS 0805 116863 

Niabium-94 u 0.0134 4-0-0264 0.0170 1.w pci/g 1.0 
Niobium-95 U 0.05i6 4-0.0370 0.069 1 1.00 pcdg 1.0 

Radium-226 5 0.980 4- 0.180 0.0871 1-00 PcdB 1.0 

Sodium-22 U 0,0384 +/-0.01,69 0.0573 0.700 pCdg 1.0 

U m i u  rn-z 5 U 0.0269- 4- O.l& 0.281 0.500 pCig 1.0 

hlcrhod-Dcscripdon -- _-... .____.---- M = Method - -- 
M1 HASL 300 

P. 0. OOX 30712 Charleston. SC294f7 (803) 556-fi17f FJX I8031 766-1170 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

'I'EL:803 7bY 7 3 7 6 + 4 0 2 8  

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering L dbaratories, Inc. Affiliate. 

Y .  

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS ---.---- ._- - - 
Clieni: Klriser Hill Company. LLC. 

Rocky Rats Envimnmmtsl Tech. Sitc 
Bldg. B81 
Golden. Colondo 8W02-5464 
Ms. Yirgenc Idcka 
Envimnmmtsf rmple; Rapid (D) Tumatound 

Con I acc 
Pmjm Dcsaiptio~x 

cc: KHC000-797 Report Dorc: Februay 24, 1998 Rge 30c: 

Sllmple ID : 48,4062 I 030XGO 

M eth od-Descri p tion p*I = Method 
~ ~~ - 

This dsca repon has heen prcparcd anrl micwed 
in occordiura wirh Gcncnl Engfnetring Labonrorics 

'., 
\ 

P. 0. Bax 30712 Clxiirlerton, SC 7,941 7 1803) SSb-8171 Fax (803)  766-1 I 7 0  



MAK. -1b' Y ~ M J N )  14:51 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ti E L MKK'I'NG / A CCY 1 u A L 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, I NC. 
A General Engineering labar.Nofies, inc. Affiliate. 

CERTIFICATE Of ANALYSIS --- --- 
Clicoc Kaiser Hill C O ~ ~ M Y .  LLC 

Rodcy Flats Environmental fcch. Sirc 
Bldg. 881 
Golden, Calondo BW03-WM 

Corrtna: Ms. Virgcne ldcker 
Project Duaiptiarc Envimnmcnral samples Rapid (D) Turnaround 

cc: KHCOOM97 Rcpon Date Februy~ 24.1998 h g c  1 of3 

Sample m : 98A0621 031.093 b o -  \ 24 a& 
Lab ID : 9802321-29 
M I ~ X  : Misc. 
Dcuc Collected : 0211Q198 

Friatity : Rootinc 
Collecrar : Qimt 

Date Rm'vcd : 094 1198 

Parameter Qwlifier Result DL RL Units DF Az~alyst Date Time Batch M 
- c 

Gmma PnA - 9a item 

Acdnium-228 
Americium-241 
Antimony-I24 
Antimony- 115 

Barium-I 40 

Eismurh-212 
Bismuth-114 
Cerium- 139 
Cerium-14 I 
Ccrium-lW 
Cesium-134 
Cuium- 136 
CUium4 37 
Chrorniorn-5 I 

Cobalt-57 
Cobalt-SI3 
Cobalt40 
Eumpium-152 
Europium-! 5.1 
Eumpium- 155 

BJrium-I33 

B~~yll ium-7 

Cobalt-56 

iodine- I3 I 
Iridium-I92 
Imn-59 

U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

131 
0.0305 

9.000430 
0.102 

ow9 1 
0.06 

-0.225 
1.32 
1.19 

-am318 
0.0159 
-0.111 

0.0403 
4.00480 

0.492 
-0.0 181 
-0.0247 

-0.0253 
0.1 IO 

0.313 
0.025 7 

-0.00798 
-0.0634 

I .37 

am3 1 

-0.0198 

0.0591 

+I- 0.522 

+I- 0.0603 
4- 0.1 43 

+I- 0.0542 
-14- 0.759 
+I- 0.48 1 

+I- 0.23 

+t- 0.903 
+/- 0.3'3 

4- 0.wo 
4- 0.0671 
4- 0.31 1 

4- 0.0601 
+I- 0.138 

+t- 0.0669 
4- 0.789 

+I- 0.0390 

+I- 0.058 1 
ti- 0.1 ES 
4- 0. I75 
+I- 0.315 
+I- 0.126 

+I- 0.06 12 
+/- 0. I36 
4- 0.141 

+I- o.om 

4- 0.11663 

0.381 
0.366 
0.109 
a173 
0.123 
0.591 
0.836 
0.748 
0.2 I 1 

0.0776 
0.151 
0546 
0.102 
0 x 2  
0.1 19 

0.1 13 
0.0679 
a113 
0. I 02 
0.794 
0.337 

0.206 
0.09 I6 
0.13s 
O-ISI 

a m  

0.398 

1.00 pCilg 

1-00 pCi& 
0 . m  pcig 

0.200 pcig 
1.00 pcig 
1.00 p c i g  
1-00 p c i g  
I M )  pcilg 
1.00 pa l g  
1.00 pcvg 
1.00 pci/g 

0.500 p c i / g  
0. I O 0  pCilg 
1.00 pcig 
5.00 p C i ~  
1.00 pcig 
1-00 pcilg 
0.100 p c i g  

1.00 p c i g  
0.100 pCilg 
0.500 p c i g  
0.200 pc'Jg 
0.200 pciig 
ma P G 4  
1.00 p c i g  
1.00 pci/g 
1.w pciis 

1.0 EIB w2Q198 0807 116863 1 
1 -0 
I .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
1 .O 
1 .o 
I .o 

I .o 
I .o 
I .o 
1 .o 
I .O 
1 .o 
I .O 
I .o 
I .o 
1 .O 
1 .o 
I .o 
I .o 
I .o 
I .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
I .o 

I .a 

P. 0. Box 30712 Chnrleslon, SC 1941 7 (8031 55641 71 - Fax 18031 7 G 6 - 1 ~ 1 3 1 1 - 2 1 *  



MAK. -16' 98iMUNJ 14:51 GEL MKK'I'NG / ACC;'I'/()UAL 'I'EL: 803 7bY 7376+4028 r. 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Laboratories, Inc. Affjfilhte. 

CERTJFICAJE OF ANALYSIS 

Clicnc Kaiser Hill Company. L.LC. 
Rocky R ~ L S  Envjronrnenld Tcch. Sire 
Blue. 881 
Golden, Coiondo 80402-064 

Contact. Ms. Virgene ldeker 
Projet Dacriprian: Envimn~~~mcal samples Rapid (0) Turnaround 

cc: KHc00797 Repon Dare: Februq 24. 1998 Page 2413 

Sample ID : 98A0621031.093 

Brameter Qunliricr R m l t  DL lLL Uai& DP Analyx Darr Time Batch h.1 

kOd-?14 
MSngSlleJt-54 

Ncodymiam-147 
Ncpntnium-Zjg 
Niobium44 
Niobium-95 
PomssiunwtO 
P ~ ~ ~ n & ~ i u r n - l #  
Pmmethium- 1 
R;rdiam-",B 
Rndlurn-?3 
Ruthenium-106 
Silver-1 IOM 
Sodium-22 

T%orium-234 
Tin413 
U m i u m - 3 5  
Ym-urn48 
Zinc45 
zi rconirr m-95 

MCtt~y-203 

Thallium-208 

U 
u 
U 
U 
U 
U 

U 
L1 

LI 
U 
U 
J 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

1-24 +/-028S 
-0.0182 if-QO658 
am io +I- 0.0780 
Q0276 +I-h7130 
0.1 1 3 4- 0.290 

0.0240 +I- 0.0566 
0-03S-7 4- 0.0708 

26.7 4-3-53 

4000621 +/-a0706 
1.19 +/-0.310 
151 +Lo322 

-0.162 4-0-567 
-0.0107 4- 0.0564 
0.00880 +I- 0-0640 

0573 if-0.163 
0.388 4-1.65 

-0-0257 +I- 0.0659 
0.0913 +I- a361 
0,0586 4-0.0618 

-0.0642 4- 0.1 5 1 
0.0121 4-0-109 

0.0183 +/-o.0607 

0.205 
0.1 14 
0.105 

1.12 
0.518 
0.105 
0.132 

0.1 1 I 
0.129 
0.21 1 
0.381 
0993 

0.0982 
0.121 

0.0993 
3.17 

0.1 18 
0.549 

0.1 19 
0.198 

0.986 

ai37 

1.00 pcilg 
0.100 pciis 

1.00 p c i g  
1.00 pcilg 
1.00 pcig 
1-00 pCifg 
1.00 pcilg 
1.00 p c i s  
0.raa p c i g  
alOO pCi/g 
1-00 pci/g 
1.00 pcl/g 

0.800 pci/g 
1.00 QcdK 

0.700 pcilg 
1.00 pCi/g 
1-00 pci/g 
1.00 pcirg 

0.100 p c i g  
0.200 pcig 
1.00 pC2g 

0.500 pG/g 

1 .o 

1.0 
1.0 
I .o 
1.0 
1.0 
I .o 
1.0 
1 .0 
1.0 
I .o 
I .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
t .O 
1.0 
1.0 
I .O 
I O  
I .o 
1 .o 

1.0 UB ow-0198 01307 116863 I 

Comments: 
83-140 not quantified due [a low abundance. 

c980U1 I -29 

--I c\ 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

GEL MKK'I" ti AC'C;'I'/UUA L 'I'EL:BU3 7bY 7 3 7 b t 4 U 2 8  

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engimeriog Labora(ories, Inc. Affiliate. 

P. 

CERTlflCATE O F  ANALYSIS 

Clienc Kaiser Hill Company. LL.C. 
Racky Rats Enuironmm\J Tcch. Site 
Bldg. 881 
Galden. Colondo 80101.0J64 

EnvircmnentiI sampla Rapid (D) Turnaround 
CCItllPctl Ms. Virgcnc Idcker 

Project Dcccriptioh: 

cc: KHC000797 Repan Date: Februvy 24, 1998 P3$t  3 or :  

Sample Io : 98A0621 03 1,093 

M = Method Method-DescripGon 
- 



MAR. - 1 b' 98 (MUNj 1 4  : 52 'I'EL: 8U3 7bY 737bt4U28 Y. 

ENVlKONMEN TAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, rw. 
A General Engineering Laboratories, Inc. Affiliate. 

- CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

Q ient: f i l e r  Hill Company. LLC 
Rocky Rata Envimnmenrd Tech. Site 

Golden. CoIondo 80402-041S4 

EnEnvitonrnulrJ1 sampla Rapid (D) Turnaround 

B M ~ .  aai 

COnWn: Ms. Virgenc Idcka 
Project Descripuon: 

cc: KHc000797 Rcpon Date: February 24, 1998 Page 1 o f  --- 
Samplc JD . : 98M621 034.102 b- 101 A 
Lab ID : 9802321-30 
Matrix : Mix  
Date cnllrucd : 0240198 
Dare Rcctived ; 021  1/98 
R i O n ' t y  : Routine 
Col lea0 r : Uicnr 

Actinium-228 
Amuicium-24 1 
Andmony-114 
Antimony-12S 
BYiUn-133 
aarium-im 
Beryllium-7 
B irmurh-:! I2 
Bismuth-214 
Cerium- 139 
Cerium- 1-41 
Cdrium- 144 
Cuium- 134 
Cesium-136 
Ccziurn- 137 
Chromium-5 1 
Cobalt-% 
Co ba IC-57 

Cobalt40 
Europium- IS2 
Europium- I 54 
Europium- 1% 
Iodine- 13 I 

Cobalt-58 

Iridium-192 

M - 3 1 2  
@ h a d 9  

U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
J 
J 
U 
u 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

1-48 
0.0299 

4.0141 
O.OS2S 

-0.04% 
0.156 
0950 
0.9 8 9 

-0.00701 
0.0346 

-0.0964 
0.00121 
0.0837 

-0.0143 
0.0530 

-0.0169 
-0.00496 
0.oOms 

-0.00344 
-0.049 
-0,023 5 
0.0300 

-0.0 153 
0-00477 
5.0 152 

I .5s 

0.00450 

+I- 0320 
+4- 0.0936 
4- 0.0148 
+/- 0.06 I2 
+I- 0.0300 
4- 0.13 
+/-0.211 
4- 0.375 
+I- Q. 1 60 

+I- 0.020s 
4- o.Mo6 
+I- 0.141 
4- O.O??J 

+I- 0.0247 
+I- 0.232 

+I- 0.0249 
4- 0.01 7 I 

+I- 0.0587 

4- a . o w  
+I- 0.0260 
+I- 0.0696 
+A 0.0865 
+I- 0.071 I 
+I- 0.0494 
M- 0-0225 
+{- 0.0601i 
4- 0.196 

0.167 
Q.128 

0.0425 
0.1 I I 

0.0469 
0219 
0376 
0.329 

0.0700 
0.0350 
0.0730 
0.139 
0.0392 
0.1 13 

0.04 19 
O.dlA 

0.0300 
0.0382 
0.045 1 
0. lo? 
0.147 
0.113 

0.0853 
0.0403 
0.105 
0.0131 

o.wa 

1.00 p c i g  
0.400 purg 
1.00 p c i g  
0.200 p c i g  

1.00 p c i g  

1.00 p c i g  
1.00 p c i g  
1.00 pCVg 
1.00 p c i g  

0.500 pci/g 
0.100 pcvg  

1.00 p c i g  

1.00 p c i 5  
1.00 pCdg 

0.100 pcilg 
1.00 p c i f g  

0.100 pcvg 
0.500 p c i s  
0.200 pciig 
0.30 pCi/g 

5aO pCVs 
1.00 p c i g  
1.w pCl/g 

1.00 pCi/g 
1.00 pci/g 

5.00 pcilg 

1.00 pCifg 

1.0 Ou?Xh98 1177 116663 1 

1 .o 
1 .O 
I .o 
1 .O 
1.0 - 
1.0 
1.0 
1 .o 
1.0 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1.0 
I .o 
1 .o 
I .Q 
I .o 

1 .o 
L .O 
1 .o 
1 .O 
1 .O 
1.0 
I .o 
I .o 

1 .a 

1 .a 

-1 



ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

P. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A Ceneral Engineering Cabonrories, Inc. Affiliate. 

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS -- 

Client: Koistt Hill Company, LLC. 
Rocky Flats Envlronmenwl Tech. Sitc 
Eldg. 881 
Golden. Colondo 80402-0464 

Envimnmentd samples Rapid (D) Turnamund 
Concsa: Ms. Virgcnc Id&# 

Project Description: 

e: KJ i cm797  Rzporc Dae: F c h i ~ y  24.1998 R g e  Z o f j  

Sample ID : 98A0621034.102 

hrometer Qualifier 

l a d - 2  I4 
Mmg3nsc-54 

Nwdymium-I47 
Ncptu nium-23 9 
Niobium94 
Niobium45 
Pousrium4.0 
Promhiurn- I+$ 
Promethium-746 
Radium-226 
Radium-qln 
Ruchcnium-106 

Sodium-22 
Thallium-206 
Thorium-23 4 

Uranium-235 
Ymium-88 
zinc.& 
Zirconium-95 

M H C U V - U ) ~  

Silver-1 10M 

Ti0-I.13 

U 
U 
I 

U 
U 
U 
J 

1.16 
0.0193 
0.0193 

4-0557 
0.00268 

0.0226 
28.8 

0.00397 
aa 1SS 
0.989 

1.48 
-0.CQ216 
- a W I S S  
-0.00833 
0.57 1 

1.45 
-0.000146 

OB423 
-OM295 

0.00296 

0.0609 

-0.0 in 

4- 0.176 
4- 0.0191 
+I- 0.0285 
4- 0.24 
4- 0. I30 
4- 0.0239 
4- 0.0330 

+I- 334 
+fa 0.032 
+I- OSE8 1 
-d-O.l60 
+I- 0.310 
+I- 0.226 

+/- 0.02 14 
+I- 0.0309 
4- 0.0838 

4- 1.17 
+I- 0.0270 
4- 0.171 

+I- 0.02 I9 
+I- 0.0734 
+f-0.0418 

DL 

0.0809 
0.0439 
0.0466 
a448 
0.227 

0.0421 
0. os26 
03 61 

0.011 1 
o-osm 
0.0780 
0.1 67 
0.350 

0.0378 
0.0526 
0.0389 

1 -77 
0.0373 
0.270 

0.0392 
0.106 

0.0737 

RL Unik .- 
ID0 pcilg 

0.IW pCi/g 
1.00 pCilg 
1.00 p c i g  
1-00 pQ(g 
1-00 pcilg 
1.00 p c i g  
1-00 p c i g  

0.100 pcig  
0.100 p w g  

1-00 pciig 
1.00 pcils 

0.800 pCVg 
I-Oa pCifg 

a700 pCi/g 
1.00 p c i g  
1.00 pG/g 
1-00 pCilg 

0500 G i g  
0.100 p c i g  

1m pc ig  
0.~230 pCiJg 

DF Analyst Date Tima Batch ki 
~ 

1 .a 
1.0 EIB Mn0/98 1122 I16863 1 
1.0 
I .o 
I .o 
I .o 

I .a 
I .o 
I .o 
I .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
I .D 
I .o 
1 -0 
1 .O 
1 .o 
1 .o 
I .o 

i .a 

~- 

M = Method Method-Desvjp tion - -. 
MI HASL 300 

'9802321 -30. P. 0. Box 307 12 - Charleston. K 194 I 7 w 3 1  s5h-8171 Fax (am) 766-1 1 78 



Y ' I 'UL: t (U3  7bY 7376+40;!8 MAK. -1b' YB(MUN1 1 4 : 5 2  G E L  MKK'I" ti A(;(;'I'/QuA L 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

fNVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering LabomforieS, Inc. Atfilirrtc. 

. .. --- CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS .- 

Cljcni: Kaiser Hill Company. L.LC. 
Rocky Flats Environmental T'h. Sire 
Bldg. B8 1 
Golden, Colomdo 804024464 

Enrironmenrol samples Rapid (DI Turmrnund 
Conw: Ma Virgene Id&m 

PFojccr Dcsaipdon: 

tc: xcHc060797 Rtpon Dare: Fcbnttvy 24, 1998 PlgC 3 0 f  

Sample LD : 9RA0621 034.102 

-9802321 -30' P. 0. BOX 3071 2 Charleston. SC % t i 7  - (803) 556-6171 Fas [a031 766-1 170 



MAK. -1b'  YB(MUNj 1 4 ~ 5 2  

ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

'I'EL:8V3 7bY 7376+4028 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, 1NC. 
A General Engineering Laboratories, Inc. Affiliate. 

& 

.- - CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

Clicnt; Kaiser Hi11 Company, LLC. 
Rocky Flats EnvironmenW Tch. Sire 
Bidg am 
Golden. Colarndo 80402-0464 

Environmennl mplu Rapid (Df Tumvwnd 
Contau: Ms. Virgene IdJtcr 

Rojccr Description: 

cc: KHcoco797 Rcporr Date February 24,1998 Page I o f 3  
_1_ 

Supple ID :98A0611037.111 WcZ-C 111 MUbc* 

MnUir : M i s c  
Date couencd : 0?11Q198 
Date Received : 0721 1/98 
Priorily : Rourjnc 
Cotlutor : Client 

k b  ID : 9802321-31 

-- 
Parameter QuJiififf Rcarlt DL RL Units DF Annlyst Date Time Batch Erl 

Genvna PHA - 98 i tem 
A~tini  u 171-228 
Amcddum-24 I 
Antimony-1 24 
Antimony-I 2.5 
Bnrium-133 
Barium-140 
BcrylEum-7 
Bismurh-212 
Bismuth-214 
Ccriu m- 139 
Cerium- 141 
Cerium- 144 
Cesium- I34 
Crxium-136 
Cesium-! 37 
Chromium-5 1 
Cobalt-56 
Cobnlt-57 
CabjIt-58 
Cob;ltt-60 
Europium- 
Europium- 
Europium- 
Iodine- 13 1 
Iridium-I9 @ Irnn-59 
Lad-21 2 

U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
I 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
u 
U 
U 
U 

52 U 
54 U 
55 U 

U 
U 
U 

1.64 4-0363 
0.03.50 M- 0.1S 

-D.MBM +I- OM I a 
4.0704 +I- 0.0636 
-0.0184 +I- 0.0379 
0.0940 if- 0.176 

4.M174 4-0.315 
0.802 M- 0.410 

4.00394 +I- 0.0226 
-0.M 153 +I- 0.049 I 

am if-0.19 

0.00665 +I- 6.174 
0.06124 4- 0.0341 
0.0234 +I- 0.0749 

-0.0284 4- 0.0346 
0.170 +/- a.292 

0.0 I 02 +A 0.03 w 

-0.0181 +I- 0.0424 
4.003 IO 4- 0.E 17 

0.00479 +/- 0.0303 
-0.0755 4- 0.0831 
0.0617 4- 0.1 19 
0.123 4-0.1SI 

0.0403 +[-a77 
-0.0107 +I- 0.0190 
0.0239 +I- 0.0907 

1J1 +I-0.219 

0.194 
0.35 

0.0575 
0.135 

0.0643 
0.373 
a d 9 0  
0.467 
0276 

0.041 1 
Q.0799 
0.293- 

66557 
0. I42 

0.0586 
as39 

0.0633 
0.0362 
0.0632 
0,0502 
0. I36 

0. I55 
0.1% 

0.150 
0.0797 

0.125 

n.0503 

1.00 p c i g  
0.400 @g 

1.00 pcilg 
o m  p c i g  
1.00 pcilg 
1.00 pciiz 
I-00 pci/g 
1.00 p w g  
1.00 pci/g 
1.00 p w g  
1-00 p c i s  

0.1m p c i s  
1.00 p c i g  
s.00 pci/g 
1.00 $26 
1.00 pcilg 

0.100 pc i l s  
1.00 p c i g  

0.500 p c i g  
0.200 p c i g  
0.MO pc2g 

0.501) f l d g  

0,100 fl/g 

L O O  pCi/g 
1-00 pcgg 
1.w p c i g  
1.00 pcirg 

1.0 UB ozo/9a 1347 1161163 I 
1 .o 
1.0 
I .o 
1.0 
1 .o 
1 .O 
1 .o 
I .o 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
I .o 
1.0 
I .o 
1 .O 
I .o 
1 .O 
1.0 
1 .o 
1 .D 
I .O 
I .o 
1 .o 
1.0 
I .o 
I .o 

P. 0. Box 30712 - Charlerros. SC 29417 9 (8031 5S6817t Fhx to031 i66-?9~0~21-31D 



'SEL:803 7 b Y  7 3 7 b t 4 0 2 8  

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Lsboratories, lnc. Affiliate. 

ENVlRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

P. 

CERTIFICATE O F  ANALYSIS --.- . --.- _.___ 

Clicnt: u s e r  Hill Company. LLC 
Rocky Hars Envimnmcnrd Tcch. Sirc 
Bldg. B81 
Golden. Colorado 804024464 

Envimmncnral samples Rapid (D) Turnaround 
Contact: Ms. Vifgme fclciler 

Project Pcscription: 

c. KHc000797 Repon Date: February 24,1991 hgc  2 of 3 - 
Sample ID : 98A062I 037.1 11 

Pammctn Qualifier Result DL Rt Uniw DF Analyst Datc Time Batch M 
bd-214 
M ~ n g ~ 1 ~ e - 5 4  
Mercury-203 
Neodymium- 147 

Niobium-94 
Niobium-95 
Pac;usiurn-QO 
Roacrhium-144 
Ehmetbium-146 
Radium-226 
Radium-228 
Ruthenium4 06 
Silvtr-I 10M 
Sad!W-E 
Thallium-20% 

Tin4 13 
Unnium-3s 
Yarium-88 
Zinc-& 
Zirconium-95 

Nepnmi~m-23 9 

nhoriUnl-B4 

U 
'W 
U 
U 
U 
U 

U 
U 
J 

U 
U 
U 
J 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

1.07 4-0.210 
0.00929 +I- 0.0347 
600396 +I- 0.03s 

0.136 4-0.389 
-0.0766 4-0.166 
0.0100 4- 0.0301 
o m  +I- 0.0532 
22.0 tt-  2.80 

a938 +ai99 

0.0 I89 +I- 0.0293 
-0.0118 +/- 0 . w  

1-64 4-0.363 
6.0693 4-02615 
0.0136 +I- 0.0280 
0.0218 +/-0.0423 
0-518 4-0.0972 

1.03 +I- 137 
0.00537 4. o.om 

-0.0136 +A 0.0867 

0.189 4- 0.291 
0.00395 +/- 0.0304 

0.0564 +I- 40661 

0.107 
0 . O W  
0.053 1 
0.699 
0.27 1 

0.0561 
0.0642 

O.QS'71 
0.0156 
0.1 10 

0.480 
0.0544 
0.080 I 
0.0572 

179 
0.0680 
0.294 

0.0617 
0.132 
0 129 

0.612 

a194 

1.00 pCYg 
0.100 pciig 

1.00 p a s  
1.00 p c i g  
1.00 pwg 
1.00 p a g  
1.00 p c i i g  
1.00 pcvg 

0.100 pcgg 
0.100 pci/g 
1.00 p c i p  
1.00 pcvg 

0.800 p w g  
1-00 &i/g 

0.700 p C i g  
1-00 pCUg 
la0 pCilg 
1m patg 

0500 pcig 
0.100 pciig 
0.200 p c v g  
1.00 pciJg 

1 .a 
1.0 UB 02120198 1347 116863 1 
1 .o 
I .o 
1 .o 
1.0 
1 .O 
1 .o 
1 .a 
I .o 
1 .o 
1 A 
1 .O 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1 .G 
1 .o 
1.0 
1 .a 
1 .O 
1 .o 

Comments: 
Nb-95 not qulnufitd duc to inrcrfercncc 

Bi-214 not quantified duc to low abundance. 

*98M311-3 1 P. 0. Box 3071 1 Charleston, SC 29.11 7 o (803) 556-81 71 FJX (8031 766-1 178 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PflYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering LaborJtories. Inc. Afiliate. 

CERTIFICATE O F  ANALYSIS .- .-.- _-- 

Client: Kaiser Hi11 Company, LLC- 
Rocky Rou Envimnrncncrrl Tech. Sicc 
Bldg. B8L 
GOldm. C O I O ~ O  80402-0464 

Concan: Ms. Vjrgcne ldekcr 
Project Description: Envimnmenwl r m p l a  Rapid (D) Turnaround 

cc: wc00797 Reporr Dare: February 24.1998 Page 3 Of 

Sample TD : 98A0621 037.1 11 

M Method Mcthod-Dacripdoa 

P. O. Box 3071 1 * Charleston, SC 3 4  17 . (8031 5.56-8 17 1 = Fax: (ti031 7h4-1178 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General fnginccring Laboratories, lnc. AffdLite. 

--._ CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

Qienr: Kaiser Hill Company. LLC. 
Rocky Flu Environrncncnl Tech. Sire 
Bldg- 881 
Galdtn, ColOGIdo RWQZ-04M 

Conucr Ms. Vicnc ldckcr 
Pmjcct Description: EnGronmmnd smpla  Rapid (D) Turnaround 

Rcpn Dare: February 24,1998 P;rgc I or cc: KHcMwI97 

Sample ID :98AMiI 011.033 !?ob-- 127 
Mmix : Misc. 

DRCC Received . o w  1/98 
P n O t i l Y  : Routine 
Colimor : Qicoc 

Lab ID : 9802321-32 

Date Collectred : azio/98 

Americium-141 
Anumony-1?,4 
Antimony-I 2S 

Barium- 1 ru3 
Bhyllium-7 
B i rmurh-2 1 2 
Bismuth-214 
Ccriom-139 
Cerium- 14 1 
Cerium-144 
Cuium- \ 34 
Cesium-136 
Cesium-137 
Chromium-S 1 
Cobelr-56 
Cob&-S? 
Cobalt-sa 

Europium151 
Europium- 124 
Eumpium- 155 
Iodine- 1 3 I 
Iridium- 192 
Iron-59 

Barium- 133 

CO bJk-60 

U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
u 

U 
u 
u 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

4-ooQo518 

0.00639 
5.000738 
-0.m5 
0.0120 

1.22 
1 -06 

-D.fluIS 

a0129 
0.014 

0.00253 
a000667 

-0.109 
0.0 130 
-0.0 1 19 
ROl I:! 

0.00249 
0.006 I 3 
-0.0744 

0.109 

0.01 I5 
4.065 i 

I .44 

m i  I 1 

aom 

0.01 ia 

+I- 0.118 

+I- 0.074 I 

4-0.182 
+/- 0234 
4- 0.435 

+I- 0.03 13 

4r- o .om 

4- 0.198 
4- 0.0234 
4- 0.w9 
+I- 0.153 

4- 0.0309 
+I- 0.67 I4 
+I- 0.0359 
id- 0.287 

+I- 0.0 I93 
+/- 0.032 I 
4- 0,0323 
4- 0.0812 
+t- 0.105, 
+I- 0.114 
+f- 0.0594 
4- 0.0284 

+I- 0.23 

+/- 0.03 14 

4- o m  I .i 

0.188 
a189 
0.054 
, 0.137 
0.0602 
0.274 
0.435 
0.366 
0.0943 
0.WrU 

0.28 1 
0.05 IO 
0.1 32 
0.0542 

RJS4 
0.0579 
0.034 
0.0587 
0.0600 
0.141 

0.145 
0.1 I2 

0.0506 
0.136 

a.om 

0.1 ao 

o . o m  

1.00 p c i g  
0.400 pcilg 

1.00 pwg 
0.200 p c i g  

1.00 p c i g  
1.00 pcilg 
1.00 p c i g  
1.00 pcifg  
1.06 pcilg 
1.00 p a g  
1.00 pa& 

0.500 pCig 
0.100 pcilg 
1.00 p c i g  
5.00 pcig 
1.m p w g  
Id0 pCilg 

0.100 pcvg 
1.00 pcilg 

0.100 pcirg 
0.500 pCUg 
0.300 p c i g  
0.3DO pCi/g 
5.00 p c i g  
1.00 p c i g  
1.00 p w g  
1.00 pci/g 

1.0 UB W 1 1 M 8  1540 116863 I 

1 .o 
I .O 
1 .0 
1.0 
1 .o 
1 .D 
1 .o 
I .o 
I .O 
1 .o 
1 .O 
I .o 
1 a 
1.0 
1 .o 
I .o 
I .o 
I .0 
1 .o 
I O  
I .O 
1.0 
1.0 
I .O 
1.0 
1 .o 

P. 0. Box 30716 Charleston, SC 13417 - (8031 556-8171 9 Fax (OU31766-1*M2321.32- 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Enpineering Labora(ories, lnc. Atfiliare. 

2__ 

.._ CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

Clienr: Kaiser Hill Company, LLC. 
Rocky nao Envimnmentsl 'Tech. Si& 
E Idg. 88 1 
Coldca. Colorado 804029465 

Envirunmcnml snmpler Rapid (D) Turnaround 
Canucc Ms. Virgene ldeker 

Project Dcs&ptiorc 

cc: IcHcooQ797 Rtpon Dace February 14,1998 R g c  2 o f  3 

Sample ID : 9BA0621 01 1.033 

Pammestr Quilltier Result DL X U  Uniu DF Analyst Date Time Batch h.1 

Lead-2 14 1.23 4- 0.234 0.0997 1.00 pCi/g 1.0 
M W I ~ C S C - ~ ~  u 0.00sia +(-o.ow 0.06 15 0.100 pGdg 1.6 EJB dY2Ot9S 1540 116363 1 
Meic~w-203 U -0.0148 4-0.0337 o-ms 1.00 pci/g 1.0 
Neodymium-1 47 U -0.233 4- 0.3>7 0.610 1.00 pcifg 1.0 
Neptunium-239 u -0.m5 4-0.145 0.263 1.00 pCi& 1.0 
Niobium-94 U 0.00317 ti- 0.0292 0.0577 1-00 p c i g  1.0 
Niobium-95 U 0.00169 4-0.0429 0.0664 1.00 pcig 1.0 
Potassium4 22-0 4- 2.67 0.681 1.00 pcifg 1.0 
Promerhiu m-141 U 0.0267 4- 0.0303 o-osn 0.100 p a g  1.0 
Promuhiurn-146 U 0.0248 +/- 0.0347 0.0665 aioo pcyg 1.0 
R~~dlurn-226 1.06 +f- 0.196 0.0943 1-00 pcvg 1.0 
Radium-228 1.45 +f-Q3W (I188 1.00 pcifg 1 .o 
Rurhenium- 106 U 0.129 +I- 0.248 0.467 0.800 pCifg 1.0 
Silver-l IOM U -0.0146 +/- 0-13277 0.0679 1-00 pci/g 1.0 

Thorium-234 256 +I- 1.83 1.71 1.00 p c i g  1.0 
Tin-I 13 U -0.Otll +I-0.0313 0.wn 1.00 pc i g  1.0 

Yttrium-88 U -0.0177 +/-0.0308 0.0534 0.100 pci ig  1.0 
Zinc45 U -0.0176 +/- 0.093 O.i-\I 0.200 I .o 
Zirconium-95 u 0.0292 4-0.0621 a1 I 4  1.00 p c i g  1.0 

Sodium-= U -0.07,66 +1-0.0387 0.0643 0.700 pCilg J.0 
Thallium-208 J Q.388 4- 0.0839 O.OSd8 1.0 pCilg 1.0 

Utanium-235 U 0.0685 +I- 0.1 66 0.3 OS 0.50 pCVg 1.0 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
4 General Engineering Laboratories, Inc. Affilkle.  

CERTlFlCATE OF ANALYSIS -.- - .._ 

C1 i enc K i s c r  Hill Company. LLC.  
Rocky Flats Environmcntll Tech. Sitt 
B lug. 88 1 
Cioldm~. Colomda 80402-0464 

Envimntnentd sample Rapid (D) Turnaround 
C6fltnct: Ms. Virgene ldeker 

Rojea Dcm'ption: 

cc: KHc000797 Repan Dart: Fehmvy 24, 1998 Page 3 0  

Sample ID : 98A0621 01 1.033 

M = Method Method-Description 

lhis dnu rcpon h s  bcrn prepared nnd rcvicwcd 

A in accordance with General Enginem'ng Labomtoria 
stnndard ope@ng p r o c r d u a  Please dirta 

'980232 t -31' 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Enginering Laboratories, Inc. Affiiiare. 

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

QC Sdmmvy mpon 

Rojecr Dcscriptian: !h*imnmcnral samples Rapid (0) Tunruound 

cc: KHC000797 Lab. Sample ID: 980231L-17 Report Dace: Fcbruvy 74,  1998 Page I o f c  - 
Type BJI& NOM Sample Qual QC U n h  WD% REC% Range linilyst D i ~ r  7 - -  SarnpIJParrmctet 

Ra dioiogkd 
QC48B I89 BLANK 116863 

h i u r n - 1 3 4  -0.00810 $i/g U B  09J-DmE 1 
Cuium-137 0.0126 pCi/g 
Accuncy. Actinium-228 0.0705 pCi/g 
Arcu13cy, Americium-141 0.050 p C i g  
Accuracy, Annmony-124 0.0218 pcis 
Accuracy. Antimony- I Is 011455 pcilg 
A c a r w ,  Barium-133 0.0216 pcie 
Accumcy. Barium-140 o.om p c i g  
Accuncy, Berylllurn-7 0.150 pcirg 
Accuracy. 0~smuih-1I2 0.141, pCilg 
Aesuncy. Bismuth-214 0.0414 pCilg 
Accuncy. Cerium-139 0.0153 @if: 

e 
ACCLI~PCY. Cerium-I4 oa3m Pc;& 
Accuncy. Mum-144 0.101 pciig 
A m m y .  Cdum-134 O.@M pcilg 
ACc~mcy. Cerium- I36 0.0387 G i g  
A-n~y, Cesium-I37 0.0227 pCilg 
Acmrncy. Cbromhm-S 1 0.171 po/g 
ACCU~JCY. Cob&-56 0.0231 pCUg 
AC~UC~CY. Cobdt-S7 0.0123 pal:: 

Accumcy, Cobnlr-S8 0.0170 pCi/s 
Accuracy, Cobalr-60 0.0186 p C i g  
Actuncy. Europium1 !Z 0.0598 pCiig 

Accuracy. Eumpium- 155 0.0505, pCii5 
Accurncy. Iodine-13 1 (1.0332 pCils 
Ac~unry, Iridium-192 0.0172 pCVg 
Accuracy, Iron-59 00333 pC2g 

AcCUGXy. kid-214 0.0363 pCd8 
Accumcy. Mangmcse-54 00194 pCi/g 
Accumy. Mcrcury-203 D.OIS2 pCifs 
A c ~ w ~ c ~ ,  Neodymium- I 47 0.167 pCilg 
A c c u ~ ~ y .  Neptunium-239 00915 pCi/g 
Accuracy, Niabiqm-W 0.0180 pCil$ 

Accur~cy. Potitssiuma 0 302 pCi/g 

Accurpcy. Europium-1% 00551 pcug 

A C C U ~ C Y .  hd-212 0.0415 p c i g  

, A a u n ~ y ,  Niobium-95 o.oia2 pcilg 

Accuracy. Promechiurn-IU 0.0179 pciig 

e. 0. @Ox 3071 2 - Charleston, SC 19117 (81111 556-8171 Fa* (003) 766-1 178 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC- 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Labor~rofies, Inc. Aftiliare. 

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

QC Sumrnnry Pcporr 
- _ _ .  . 

a: ICHC000797 L A  S ~ n p l c  ID: 9803311-17 Rcmn DJLC: February 24. 1998 F%gt ?of 

Accumcy. Radium-226 
Aca~r;lcy. Radium-2238 
Accuncy. Ruthenium-[a4 
Accuracy. Silver-! IOM 
Accuracy. Sodium22 
Accuracy. Thallium-208 
Accumcy. ThDhUm-34 
ACCUW, Tin-1 13 
Accumcy. Unnium-235 ' 
Accunry. Ytuium-RB 
Accuracy. Zinc-65 
Accumsy, Zirconium-95 
Actinium-228 
Americium-14 I 
Anrimony- I24 
Antimony-12.5 
B =-urn- 13 3 

B crylli u 171-7 
Birmuch-tI 2 
Bismuth-1.13 
Ccrium- I39 
ccrium- 141 
Ccriorn-l# 
Chiurn-136 
Chramjum-5 1 
Cobalt-S6 
Cobolt-57 
Cobalc-58 
Co bal r-60 
Europium-1 52 
Europium- 1% 
Europium- 152 
lodinc- i 3 t 
Iridium- I92 
Iron-59 
Led-2 I 2 
h d - 2 1 1  
Manpwse-54 

Bari~m-I 40 

0.0414 pcug 
0.0705 PCVg 
0.156 p c i g  

0.0154 pC%g 
a0197 $23 
0.038 pcig 
0.611 pCi/g 

0.0198 pc2g 
a125 pCig 

0.0191. p c i g  
0.04% pa s  
0.0193 pcig 
0.0434 pCi/g 
0-woo pciig 

-0.0207 pcvg 

-0-00371 pcus 
-0a477 pcilg 

0.0146 pCiig 

0.166 pW/z 
0.0349 pCi& 

0.00606 PCVS 
-QW301 PCVg 
0.00789 pCi/g 
0.0343 pCi/g 

-0.00140 pci/g 

o.oooas1 pcgg 

-o.oix? pCIg 
0,0111 pC2g 

-0.0138 p c ~ g  

-0.123 PCUg 

-0.00756 pCdp 

0.0351 pCi/g 

0.0295 pCi/,o 
0.0156 pCif,o 
0.0138 pCi/g 

-0,0221 p u g  
0,0129 pCi/g 
0.0168 pCilg 
0.0201 pciig 

P. 0. 80s 3071 7 Charleston, SC  29-11 7 (R03) 556-81 71 Fax (003\ 7 t h  I I70 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General fnginccring laborarorier, foc. Affiliate. 

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS -. _-- 
QC Summary R C ~ K  

Ptojcct Descnpiion: Envimnmacal sampler Rapid (D) Turnaround 

a: KHcMx1797 t b .  S m p k  ID: 9RO2321-17 Report Dare: Fcbruuy 24. 1498 P J S ~  30r 
- -  

SmnplclPanmetcr Type Batch NOM Sample Quai QC Units RPD% R E C I  h n g c  Analyst Date 

M c ~ ~ v - 2 0 3  
Neodymium-147 
Ncpmnium-139 
Niobium-94 
Niobium-% 
Potassium40 
Promethium-1 44 
Pmmerhlum-146 
Radium-126 
Radium228 

' Ruthenium-IO6 
Silver- I I OM 
Sodium-22 @ l'l~dlium-201 
Thorium-234 
Tin-1 13 
Umniurn-235 
Yfuiium-88 
Zinc45 
Zixnnium-95 

Cxium-134 
Cesium- 137 
Accuncy. Actinium-218 
ACcurpCy, Americium-Ul 
Acruncy, Antimony-I24 
Acu2ncy. Antimony-I 'Ls 
A ~ c u ~ u ~ ,  Barium-133 
Accuncy. Ean'um-140 
Ac-ncy, Bery Ujom-7 
Accuracy, Bismuth-213 
Achmcy. Bismuth-214 
Accur;lcy. Cerium- 139 

Accuncy. Ccriurn- I W  
Accuracy. Gsium- 134 
Accumcy. Csium- 136 
Accurncy. Gsium.137 

QC488190 98D2321-32DUP I I6863 

A c C U ~ ~ ,  Cmht- 14 I 

o.om 

0.) la 
0.0: I 3 
0.0741 
0.0370 

a.34 

O.OQ0667 
0.304 

0.1 82 

0.435 
0.198 

0.033-1 
0.0449 

0.153 
0.0309 
0.0714 
0.0359 

0.03 I.1 
o m  

-0.00581 p c i g  
-0.a475 pa& 
0.0178 pCdg 

0.00654 pCi/g 
0.00413 pCig 
0.0322 pCdg 

0.00387 pCYg 
0.0135 p C i g  

0.W34 pCi/s 
0 . m  QCi/g 

43.154 p c i i s  
-0.00987 p c i g  

aoim pcilg 

o.Iuo9 pcig 

-0.00479 pCiIg 

0390 p C i g  
-0.00463 pCi/g 

0.0174 p C i g  
0.034 pCi/s 
0.0176 pCi/s 

-0.0231 p c i g  
-0.00889 p c i s  

O.M4I pc i ,"  

0.187 p C i g  
0.0766 pCig 

0.0587 pWg 
0.0293 pCig 
0.118 pCig 
0 . m  pcil= 
0.388 pciig 
0.168 p C i g  

0.0201 p c i :  
O.OS4-t pCi/g 
0.13t p w g  

O.OLs2 pcig  
O.OS15 p c i g  
0.0230 p G i g  
0.109 pCig 

0.03JO p c i g  

0.00 

5.61 
0. oil 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

0.00 
11.4 
16.5 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.M 

0.00 

0.00 
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-- - CERTIFICATE -._.- OF ANALYSIS 

QC Sumrnaq Repdn 

0.0 193 
0.0321 
0.0371 
0.08 I2 
0.109 
0.1 14 
0.0594 
0.0334 
0.08 I3 
0.223 
0.134 

0.0347 
0.0337 
0.357 
0.144 
0.0292 
0.0429 

267 
0.0303 
0,0347 
0.198 
0.304 
0.148 

0.0277 
0.0387 
0.0833 

1.83 
0.0373 
0.166 
0.0308 
0.0925 
0 0621 

I As 
-j. i8E.05 
-0011l 
0 00639 

-0.000738 
-0,205 
0.0420 

1.2' 

P. 0 Box 3071 1 Charlcsron, 5C 131 

0.0165 p c i g  
0.039 pcug 

0.06QS pciig 
0.m9 pci/g 
0.0681 pCi/g 
0.0448 pCilg 
0.0211 pmg 
0.0628 pclilg 
0.117 p C i g  
0.176 pCi/s 

0.0138 pWg 

o.m* p c - g  
0.0442 pwg  
0.135 pCilg 
a119 pCig  

0.0915 p c i g  
0.0506 pcig  

0.0214 pciig 
0.0266 p c i g  

0.184 pci/g 

0.017a p a s  

245 p a s  

0.168 pCi/g 
0.267 p W g  

0.0197 pCiig 

0.0759 pCig  
1.13 pCi/g 

0.0271 pCVg 
0.2551 p c i g  

0.0218 pCUg 
0.064 p c i g  
0.0411 pcig 

1.39 p c i i g  
0.01w pG/g 
-0.0126 pCdg 
0-0156 pCifg 
0.0270 pCig 

-0.131 
0.733 p C i g  

0.051 1 pcifg 

0.00 
0.00 
a00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
2 2 8  
28.2 
0.00 
200 

0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
9.82 
0.00 
0.00 
16.5 
5.61 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
10.0 
45.6 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
4.09 

0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
49.6 

0.00 

EJB 02/19/98 1 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

GEL MKK'I'NG/ A(;C;'I'/UUA L 'I'EL:803 769 737bt4028 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Enginerring LJbOfatOriCS, InC. Afifilkte. 

P. ' 

I CERTIFICATE --._ OF ANALYSIS 

QC Sumrnvy Repon 

Project Dextiption: Enviroclrncnul i m p l a  Rapid (D) Tumuound 

cc: KHC000797 L&. S ~ n p l ~  ID: 9802321-17 kporr Dace: Fcbrunry 24. I998 Pogc S o f  
-- 

SamplJPanrnettr Type Batch NOM Simple Qud QC Udcs RPO% REC% Range Analyst Dale 
._ 

B i srnuth-2 1 4 
Odum- 1 39 

Cm'urn- 1 4 1  
Cesium-136 
Chromium-5 1 
ab&-56 
Cobalt-57 

Cobat-60 

Gn'um- 1 4 1 

Cobalt-sa 

Europium-152 
Eumpiurn- 154 
Europium-155 
Iodine- I3 I 
Indium-192 
Iron-59 
h d - 2  I2 
Lc~d-2 I4 
t4hgnnrsc-54 

Ncodymium-1 47 
Nepcu dum-239 
Niobium94 
Ni obiu m-95 
PorouiumjO 
Pmmtrhium-l& 
homcchium- 146 
Rwiiurn-226 
Radium-23 
Ruthenium- 106 
SllVcr-llOM 
Sodium-22 
7halIium-208 
Thorium-134 
Tin-I 13 
Uranium-3s 
Yttrium-88 
Zinc45 

Mhs~ry-333 

Zirconium-95 
QCU8191 

I .06 
-Oo.Ol,o5 
0.0 1 17 
0.01 29 

0.00253 
-0.109 
0.0130 

-0.01 19 
0.01 I:! 
0.001J9 
0.006 I3 
-0.0741 

0.109 
0.01 I8 
0.01 15 

-0.065 I 
1.44 
I .13 

0.005 I E 

-0.333 
.O.OI 48 

-0.0255 
0.003 17 
0.00169 

22.0 
0 0267 
0.02-M 

I .06 
1.45 
0. I19 

-0.0 I46 

0.368 
3 56 

-0.01 I I 
0.0685 

-0.0176 
0.0392 

-o.am 

-o.oin 

LCS 116863 

0.984 p c i g  
-OD129 pCi/y 
0.0634 p C i g  
0.M1 pCi/g 
0.0330 pCi/g 
0.0152 pwg 

-0.0146 pCi/g 
0.0123 pCi/g 

-0.036 pCi/g 

0.0213 p C i g  

0.0746 pCYs 
0.00843 p C i g  

-0.0103 pCids 

-0.0141 pcirg 

0.w540 p c i g  

1.12 pci/g 
- 0 . r n l  p c i g  

0.00 pmg 

-0.0371 P C i g  
1.47, p C i s  

-0.206 pCi/g 
0.0130 pCYg 

O.CO3603 pCilg 
0.00 p c i g  
24.9 pcug 

0.00548 pciig 
0.0116 pCi/g 
0.984 p C i / g  

1-39 pCilg 

-0.00416 p C i 3  

0.331 F i g  

-0.00333 pCis 
0.206 pCig 

0.00180 p c i g  
0.0544 pCi/g 
0.0346 pCilS 

-0.0852 pCUg 

-0.00483 

1.29 p c i g  

759 ETB 02/19/98 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

0d0 
0-00 
I .40 
955 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
f 2.6 
0.00 
0.00 
759 
4.09 
0.00 
0.00 
000 
10.4 
66.2 
0.00 
200 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

a m  

a.oo 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

'SEL:8U3 7 b Y  737bt4028 r. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Laboratories, Inc. Affiliate. 

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 
QC Summary Repan 

Project Description: Envimnmcntol rmplu; Rapid (IN Turnaround 

cc: KHC000797 Lab. Sample ID: 980m 1 - I  7 Rcpon Dote: February 24, I998 Pngc 6 o f  

Noes: 
Thc qualifiers in &is repon are define4 51 follows: 
J indicares prcscnca of walyre c RL (Rcpon Limit) 
U indicasa presence of malyte < DL @erect Umlr) 

d o  indicans char spike rcc4vay limits do nor apply when 
sample conccntrjcion t x c ~  spike conc by a factor of 4 or mom 

P. 0. BOX 3071-1 Charleston, sc 29.11 7 (A031 55G-8171 FJX 1803) 7136-1 178 
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EN V I R 0 NM E NTA L 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, ?NC. 
4 Cenerd Engineering Laboratories, hc. Afflliafe 

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS - 
C1 itn c: Kfscr  Hill Company. L.LC. 

R x k y  Flats Environmental Tech. Site 
Bldg. 881 
Golden. Catomdo BCMK!-OJ&t 

Envinurrnmtal samples Rztpid (D) Turnxwnd 
Conma: Mr Virgenc Idcktr 

Projta Description: 

Rcpart Dnrc: February 11. 1996 h g e  1 of3 c c  KHC000797 

Ssmplc ID 

M nm'r : U i s c  
Date Collected : O'M.1i98 
Date Rtceived : 0207m 
Prioricy : Routine 
CoIIccfor : Client 

:98AWl-M7.021 -1s- 163 5 3 u - b -  
h b  ID : 98013Jl-15 

-- 
Pnrnrnerer Qualifier Result DL RL Units DF Annlyn Date Erne Batch ~VI 

@ 2 2 ~ ~ 4  - 98 i t e m  

Acriniurn-?28 1.49 +I- 0.3U 0.1 71 1.00 pcgg 1.0 UB W17/98 1026 116681 1 

Antimony-I 14 u -om228 +/-0.0111 0.0393 
Americium-24 1 U -0.0650 +/-O.0897 0.162 0.- pcilg 1.0 

1.00 p c i g  1.0 
Ancimony-125 U 400748 +I- 0.0581 O.tN76 0.200 pC1ls I .o 
B ~ ~ ~ u I T I - I 3 3  U -0.000936 +I- 0.0319 0.0481, 1.00 p c i g  1.0 

Beryllium-7 U -0.00351 4-0.191 0.346 1.00 pcilg 1 .o 
Bismuth-21 2 J 0.896 4- 0-33 0.3 19 1-00 pciig 1 .a 
Bismuth-21 4 I 0.883 +I- 0. I a 0.07J6 1.00 pci/g 1.0 
C e n ~  m- 13 9 U 4dM164 +LO.0179 0.03 I6 1.00 pciig 1.0 

Cenrrm-l QQ U 0.177 4- 0.150 0. I 96 0.500 pCig  I .o 
Ccziurn-134 u -0.0101 +f-o.o3s 0.03d-l 0.100 pCi/g I .O 

Ccaiurn-l37 U 0.0176 +I- 0.0330 0.M27 5.00 p c i g  1.0 
Chromium-51 U 0.00 4- 0.293 0.3 67 1.00 p c i g  I .o 

1.00 pais 1 0  Cobalr-56 u -0.0111 +1-0.039 0.040s 

Cotnlr-Sg u -0.0139 40.0234 0.0394 1.00 pCi1g 1 .o 
Cobat1-6O U 0.00126 +I-0.0138 0.0437 0.100 pCifs 10 
Europium-1 52 U 0.01 55 +/- 0.06& 0.105 0 500 pCilg 1 .o 
Europium-1 54 U -0.105 +I- 0.0796 0.127 0200  p c i g  1 .o 
Europium- 155 U 0.00 4- 0.107 0.1 IO 0.200 pCilg I .o 
lodine- i 3 I U 0.0299 ti- a06 I 3 0. I Os, 5.00 pCi/e I .o 
Iridium-1 91  U -0.00116 4-0.0227 0.0344 1.00 p c i g  1.0 
Iron-i9 U -0.00286 +&0.0697 0.09YS 1-00 pci/g 1 .o 
Lad-:! 13 1.60 if-0.192 0.0597 1.00 pCY$ I .o 

Barium-140 U -0.0417 +I-0.141 0.249 1.00 pCilg 1.0 

Ccrium-141 U -0.00109 -14-0.0380 0.0673 100 pcdg 1.0 

Cesium-136 U 0 0279 +/- 0.0619 0.1 13 t .OO pCiIg 1.0 

U 0.0161 +I-0.0153 0.0282 0.100 pCilg 1.0 Cot14 t-57 
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A General Engineering L 
ENW RONMENTAL 

PHYSICS, INC. 

Ges, In 

'ILL: 805 1bY 7376+4028 P. 

CI ienc: Kiiiscr Hill Company. LLC. 
R o c 0  flats Envimnrncnd Tech. Sitc 
Bldg. 88 I 
Goldcn. Colomdo BDJO~'-Olr(s1 

Environmcnwl riunplu Rapid (D) Tumuoucrd 
Contact: MS. Virgene ldckcr 

Projea Dacripcion: 

CE: KHc000797 Report Dote: Fcbru~y 21. I998 

Parameter Qualifier Jzcsult DL PL Units DF Analyst Date Time Batch h 

C e ~ d - 2  14 
Mangsnue-54 
MCICIIV~~OS~ 
Neodymium- 147 
Nrpwnium-239 
Niobium94 
Niobium85 
Potsrsiu m 4 0  
Promuhiurn- I ++ 
hmcrhium-146 
R d i u m - m  
Radium-228 

silver-l IOM 
Sodium-'? 
Thd li u m-20g 
77 I on  u rn-133 
Tin-1 13 
U r d  urn-23 5 
YnriumdS 

Zirconium-95 

Ruthcnium- 106 

Zinc-65 

J 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

U 
U 
I 

U 
U 
U 
J 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

0.97 I 
0.0123 
0.0395 
0.354 

-0.0456 
a0198 
O.W! 1 

26.7 
-0.M 157 

RQl27 
0.883 
I .49 

0.0594 
-0.0178 
-0.0374 
0.469 

1.77 
-0.00698 

0.0675 
6.w929 

0.039 I 
0.0 129 

+I- 0.156 
4- 0.0"40 
4- 0.0366 
t/- 0316 
4- 0.1 14 

+/* 0.0336 
+I- 3.10 

if- 0.PA 
4- 0.07-64 
4- 0.142 
4- 0 3 5  
4- 0.1 96 

4- 0.020 
+A 0.0163 
+/-Ob611 
if- 1.34 

+I- 0.0285 
+I- 0. I32 

+I- 0.02 1 0 
+I- 0 ca s  
4- 0.Q461 

+I- a m  1 

0.08 1 1 
0.04% 
0.0445 
0.595 
0.202 

0.0408 
0.0570 

0.0388 

0.0746 
0.172 
Q.3 56 

0.0334 
0.0452 
0.0397 

1 . 3  

0.736 
0.0364 
0.0457 
o.oaz9 

0.382 

omm 

o.wn 

1.00 pci/g 
0.100 pCdg 
11x1 pCilg 
1.00 pCilg 
1.00 pci/g 
1-00 p c i g  
I .  00 pcug 
1.00 pCi/g 

0.100 pcilg 
0.100 pCi/g 
1.00 p a s  
1.00 G i g  

0-aoo pcilg 
1.00 pcilg 

0.700 pCig 
1.00 pCVZ 
1-00 p m g  
1.00 pCi1g 

0.500 pCiQ 
0.100 pO/g 
(1100 pcvg 

1.00 pcis 

I .o 
1.0 U B  OY17198 1026 116681 1 
1 .O 
I .O 
1 .o 
1.0 
1 .o 
1.0 
1 .o 
1 .Q 
1.0 
1.0 
1 .o 
I .O 
1 .O 
I .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
I .a 
I .O 
1 .o 
1 .o 

Comments: 
Cr-S 1 Eu- 1 S5 no! quantified due to interfenwe. 

. . 
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ENVlRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

A Cener.31 Engineering Ldbor3tories. Inc. Afiliare. 

Client: GSEI Hill Company. LL.C. 
Rocky Flau Environmc~tal Tcrh. Sire 
Bldg. 881 
Goldcn. Colondo EWO2-WM 

EnvimnrntncIll mmplu Rapid (D) Turnmund 
Conrau: Ms. Virgcnc ldckcr 

Rojcct Dem-prion: 

, 

. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering LaboraiOri&, Inc. Aifilrate. 

---- C ERTl F I CATE 0 F AN A LY S I S 
QC Summary Rcport 

._ 

Projeer Descnpuon: fivimnmenral sjmpler Rapid (D) Turnaround 

LA. S m d e  ID: 980'21-15 Pepar~ Dnrc: Febmnry 24. 1998 cc: wC000797 Paee I n 

Radiological 
QC487528 BLANK (16681 

Cesium- I34 
Cesium-1 37 
Accur;lcy, Acdniurn-228 
Accuncy. Amcriclum-;?41 
Accura~y. Andmony-17% 
Accuracy. Andmony-125 
Accormcy, Barium-133 
Atcuncy. Barium-I$O 
Accuracy. BcryILium-7 
Accuracy. Binnuch-2I2 
AcCuncy. Bismuth-214 
Accuncy. Cerium-139 
Accuracy. %urn-141 
A c c ~ ~ c y ,  Cerium-144 
Accuncy. Cesium- I31 
Accuracy, G=rium-l36 
Act~rncy, Cesium-137 
Accuncy, Chmmium-51 
A r r U r P ~ y .  CObdt-56 
ACCURK~, Cobolt-S? 
A C C U K I ~ ,  Cobalt-56 
Accuracy, COWL-60 
ArCumcy, Europium-I52 
Accuncy, Europium- 1% 
Accuracy. Europium- 155 

hccuncy. Indium- 192 
Accuracy, 1ron-B 
Acc~mcy. Lud-212 
Accrrncy. Lend-2 I4 

XcCurncy, Mercury-203 
Accuracy. Neodymium- I 47 
Accun~y.  Nept~niurn-239 
AcWmcy. Niobium-94 

A c c u ~ ~ ,  I0dirn-I 3 1 

A n u m .  M ~ ~ Q w s c - S J  

-0.w651 p c i g  
-0.00793 pG/g 

0 .WS  pCi/g 
0.0356 pCilg 
0-0146 pci/g 
aa3zi pmg 
0.0168 pclilg 
0.0514 pC2g 
0.0967 PCdg 

0.0300 pCis  

O.Ol86 <ig 

0.0142 pCid3 

0.0163 pCd,s 
0-107 pCi/g 

0.0143 pCi/g 
0.00902 pCi& 

0.103 pciig 

0.011o p c i g  

0.0721 patg 

0.0221 pcug 

0.0160 <is 
0.0145 pcug 
0.0344 pcitg 
0.0414 pci/p 

0.0195 PCJg 

0.0260 pcil:: 
0.0376 pcilg 

0.0137 pciig 
013173 pcil!: 

0.0135 pcig 
0.0144 pais 

0.0342 pCil2 

0.01 19 pCi/g 

0.0426 pCiig 

0.107 pCilg 
0.0676 pC2s 

0.185 &i/g 
0.0134 pCUg 

u a  0217I9E 
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ENVIRONMENT. .L 
PHYSICS, INC. 

15: 10 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A Genera! Engineeritig Labomtories, Inc. Affifiare. 

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS --- 
QC S u m m q  Repon 

bjar DefCnprionr Eovironmcsrd ramplez Rapid ID) Turnaround 

P. 0. Box 3071 2 Charleston, SC 29-41 7 (803) 55641 71 Fax (0031 X b - I  17R 

SPmpJdPanamcter Type Batch NOM Sample Quai QC Unirs IUD% RECQ Range Analyst Date 

U E  02/17/98 I Aecuw.  Promethium-146 0.0155 pcifg 
Accuncy. Radium-Z26 0.0300 pCig 
Acuracy. Radium-228 0.0648 p u g  
Accuncy. Ruthenium-106 0.115 p c i g  
Auvncy. Silver-1 10M 0.0120 p c i g  
Accur;rcy, Sodium-22 0.0148 pCi/g 
A c c u ~ ~ ~ .  Thdfh~l-208 0.0210 pCilg 
Accumcy. Thorium-234 0.60s pCilg 
Accuncy, Tin-I 13 0.0154 pcig 

Accuracy, Ywjum-88 o.am pciig 

Actinium-228 0.0.137 p c i 4  
Ar!lericium-2.4 I 0.o-s pcils 
Antimony-1% -0.00115 pcig 

Barium- 133 -0.00473 p c i g  
Barium-140 0.01ss p c i g  

B k u t h - 2  14 0.0152 pcilg  

Cerium- I41 -0.0128 pcilg 

Chromium-5 I 0.0244 p m g  

Cobdr-57 0.0008?0 pCilg 

Cobal 1-60 o.oooo54o p c i g  

Errropium- I j4  -0.001 14 pCilg 

Ascuraq. Unnjum-BS 0.0775 p w g  

Acc~w. Zinc45 0.0271 pCi/g 
Accuncy. ~ r c o ~ u m - 9 5  o.@?I pcdg 

An cimony- 125 -0.00689 p C i g  

Beryhn-7 0.0379 G i g  
Bismuth-21 2 -0.00765 p C i ~  

cerium-I39 4.0175 p C i g  

Cerium-1 44 -0.007'79 pCi/g 
Cesium- 136 -0.00195 p C i g  

Cobalt-S6 -0.000761 pCilg 

Cobalt48 -0.008M pCi/s 

Europium- 152 D.M3333 pCi/g 

Europium- 155 0.00971 pCig 
Jodinc-I3 I 0.00717 pCilg 
Iridium- I 92 0.00245 pCilg 
Iron49 4.033 pCiig 
LeOd-2 11 0.0236 pCdS 

Monganac-54 -0.00986 pCifg 
Lt~d-214 0.w260 pcis 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

'I'EL: 8U3 7bY 737bt4028 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSiCS, (NC. 
A General €nginecring laboratories, Inc. Affiliate 

P 

--- CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS -_ -. .___I__ - 
QC Summvy R t p n  

Project Description: Environrncntd samples Rapid (D) Turnaround 

cc: KHc000797 L b .  Si~mpk ID: 9802151-15 Rtpon DPK February 24, 1998 Rge 3 0 )  

MCCCUCY-ZU 
Neodymium- 147 
Neptunium-239 
Niobium44 
Niobium95 
PocUsiwn40 
Romahiurn-lrW 
R o M u m - I 4 6  
Radium-226 
Radium-228 
RUrhcnium- 106 
Silvet- 1 1 OM 
Sodium-= 
Thdlinrn-208 
Thorium-234 
Tin-113 
Utyri urn-23 5 
Ynn'um-PI 
Zinc-65 
ZitWniUm-95 

Cesium-134 
Cesiufrb-l37 
Accuracy, Acrinium-7-18 
Accurxy. Am4icium-241 
Accuracy. Antimony- 1% 
Acc~nrcy, Antimony-1 3 
Acaracy. EJrium.133 
A~urncy,  Barium-l.lO 

Accuracy, Blsmuth-2ll 
Accuracy. Bismuth-? 14 
Acclmcy. c !chn-I39 
Accuncy. Ccrium-I41 

a 

QC487529 980112 1 -28DUP 

ACCUnCy. B e ~ l l i ~ ~ 1 - 7  

A C C U ~ .  M u m -  I# 
A ~ u w .  C~SIIIITI-~~J 
ACCuracy. Cesium-I36 
~ccuncy, Ctsiurn- I 37 
Acamcy. Chromium-S 1 
A C U J I ~ ~ .  Cobol~-S(i 

I16681 
0-0164 

0.W-79 
0325 
0.225 

0.0525 
0.111 

0.295 
039 I 
0.710 
0.292 

0.0373 
0.0804 
0.236 

0.0493 
0.1 IS 

O.OQ55 
0.41 I 

o.om 

0.0569 

-0.00583 pCi/g 
-0.0224 pCi/g 
-lY.DZlfi pcilg 

43.0076? pCifg 
0.00 pCilg 

0.1% pciig 
0.00129 p c i g  
-0.msm p c i g  

0.0139 pci/g 
0.0437 pcils 

O.CM961 pCis 
0.01 I4 pCi/g 

0.000342 pCdg 
0.0183 pCig 
0.146 pcdg 

-o.aoBoz p c i g  

0.0110 pcug 
0.0738 pCdg 

d.bo121 pG/g 
0.00718 pCVg 

-0.0575 pCilg 
-0.0175 pCVg 

0.31 I pCi:: 
0.0904 p a e  
0.0240 pcil:: 
OBS68 pCdg 
0.0301 pCilg 
0.146 pCig 
0.193 pcils 
0.366 pCilg 
0.158 pCds 

0.0188 pCVg 
0.0376 p C 2 ~  
0.126 pG/g 

0.0674 pCis 

0.241 pCilS 
0.0261 pCi/g 

0.0248 pcug  

0.051 pci/a 

0.00 
0.00 
4.34 
0.M) 
0.00 
0.00 

0.00 
0.00 
63.9 

0.00 

0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

a.oo 

60.0 

a m  

UB ouima i 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Laboratories, lnc. Atfiliate. 

- 
CERTlFlCATE OF ANALYSIS 

QC Summuy Rcporr 

-.. - _- 

Projcct Ductipcion: Environmcnd 53rnplu Rapid (D) Tumnrounrl 

cc: KHc000797 Lab. Sample ID 9802351-15 Repon Date February 34.1998 h S C  4Qf 
-. -_ -. 

SarnpleParxaeter Type Batch NOM Sample Qud QC Unib RPD% 3UZCzb Range Anplyst h i e  - , -. 
anm 
0.0439 
0.0423 
0.t I6 
0.140 
0.1s1 
0.1 17 

0.0389 
0.099 I 
0.21 4 
0 . 3 4  
0.0456 
0.0439 

0.2 I7 
0.w2 I 
0.0613 

1.73 
0.09 I3 
0.0565 
0.2991 
0.225 
0.374 

0.W2Q 
0.05 IO 
0.110 
2.8 1 

0.0495 
0.24s 

0.0377 
0.1 13 

0.0843 
1.23 

0.0122 
0.0383 

0.01 8 I 
0.141 
-0.360 

1.25 

a616 

, 4.00737 

09157 pCilg 

0.0253 pCi/g 

0.0834 pCYg 
0.0964 
0.0625 pCdg 

0.0241 pci/g 

0.0664 pcif3 

01)229 pcyg 
0.0590 pcwg 
0.209 pciis 
0.181 pci/c 

0.0186 pCifg 
0.u425 pci/g 
0.387 p C i g  
0.112 pcvg 
0.0'30 pcug 
0.0339 pCi& 

2.83 pCig 
0.0236 pCig 
0.0269 pCYg 

0.311 pCdg 
0.196 pCi& 

0.158 FCdg 

0.0'32 p c i g  
0.0298 pcifs 

1.19 p c i g  

0.020s pcils 

0.0816 pCi/g 

0.0273 pCi/g 
0.131 pCig 

0.0566 pCVg 
0.0601 pCiig 

1.59 pCi/g 
-0.ooS9I pcug 

-0.0339 pCilg 
0.0974 pCiig 
0.0861 pCi/g 
-0.131 pCiig 
0.682 pCip 

-0.00813 pCjrp 

0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
217 
25.3 
0.00 
200 

0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
3.34 
0.00 
0.00 
60.0 
4.3.r 
0.00 
D.00 
0.00 
38.4 
100 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
a00 
25.0 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
(Loo 
0.00 
0.00 
59.0 

EJ8 OU17M8 

P. 0. BOK 30711 Chaderton, SC 294-117 * (803) 556--0171 Fax (8031 766-1 I 78 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

'jEL:803 7bY 7376+4U28 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Laboratories, lnc. Affihte. 

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

QC Summary Repan 

Pmjcct Duuiption: Environmcntnl snmplcs Rapid (D) Turnaround 

cc: KHc000797 h b .  Sample IO: 9802251-1 5 Report Dare: F&NW 24. 1998 Page 5 of 

Bismuth-', I4 
Cerium- 139 
Cerium- I 4  I 
Grium-I41 
Cesium-1 36 
Chromium-S 1 

, Cobat-56 
Cabplf-57 
Co bnlt-5 8 
Cobnlt-60 
Europium- I52 

Eumpium- I55 
lodine-131 
Iridium-192 
Iron-59 
h d - 2  11 
Lud-a 14 

M ~ ~ ~ c - 5 4  
M C K U I Y - ~ ~ ~  

E ~ ~ p i ~ 1 1 - 1 5 4  

Neodymium- 147 
Ncpnrnium-239 
Niobium-94 
Niobium-95 
Ponssiom40 
Pmmcrhium-la 
Promcrhium-l& 
Rndium-226 
Rtdium-22E 
Rurhcniurn- 106 
Silver-I IOM 
Sodium-?? 
ThaUium-208 
~ot iurn-334 
Tin-I 13 
Uranium-US 
Y rrrium-88 
Zinc65 

QC.167530 
0 Zirconium-9s 

0.97 1 
0.0342 
0.0604 
-0.0703 
-0. I 07 
-0.115 
0.0336 

-0.OOMS 
0.0305 

-0.0226 
0.0140 
0.009 14 

0.129 
0.0566 

0.000103 
0.00438 

123 
1.18 

0.0318 
0.0468 
0.0640 

-0.0920 
0.000572 
-0.0290 

21.9 
-0.0 I28 
-0.0364 

0.97 1 
1.13 

0.3aJ 
-0.02 19 

-0.00563 
0.520 
3.59 

-0.0033 
0 . 2 5  

0.0 164 
0.00618 
-0&96 

UIS 116681 

O.%S p c i g  
0.00778 p c i g  
00213 pci/g 

-0.OSS6 pG/g 
-0.0'227 P C i g  
-0.0182 PCig 
-0.021s pci/g 
0.0181 pcdg 

0.000536 p C i g  
-0.00871 pCV5 

0.0653 pCis 
-0.0471 p C i g  

0.00 pc2g 
Q.0184 p c i g  

-0.00835 p w g  
-0.0303 pcug 

1.61 pCVg 
1.15 pcifs 

0.0310 pCdg 
0.00 pmg 

0.493 pCi/g 
.0.009= p c i g  
0.00513 pcis 
0.00695 p c i g  

25.4 p c i g  
-0.00274 pG/g 
0.00960 p C i g  
0.965 p C i g  
1.59 pcil~ 

0.0836 pCi/g 
-0.00720 pCYg 

-0.0168 Fig 
0.464 pci/g 

-0.0112 pci/g 
0.833 pCi/,p 

-0.00867 pCVg 

-0.0161 pCilg 
0.0732 p C i g  

*0.0149 pCirg 

0.640 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.m 
a00 
0.00 

aw 

am 
aoo 
16.8 
2.23 
d00 
0.00 
0 . 0  
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
14.8 
0.00 
0.00 

0.6j0 

25.0 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
11.4 
200 
0.00 
0d0 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

U B  02/17/98 

P. 0. Box 3071 2 ChdfifOll ,  SC: 294 17 (803) 556-81 71 Fax 18031 766-1 178 



.- 

MAK. -16' YIJ(MUNI 15: 11 C; E L MKK'I'NG I ACVS / Y U  AL 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, [NC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Laboratories, Inc A(filiare. 

- -.- 
- CERTIFJCATE - .. OF ANALYSIS 

QC Summvy Reporr 

Pmject DestxipQan: Enviranmulol m p t u  Rapid (D) Turnwound 

cc1 IcHc000797 h b .  Sample ID; 9802?5I-l5 Report Date: Fcbrwjry 24. 1998 Pugc 6 of 6 

SnmpWPammeter T w  Batch NOM Sample Qurrl QC Units RPD% mC% Raogc Analyst Dare TI 

Cuium-I 34 (nom-conc I 0 )  -0.1 15 p c i g  U B  OY17/98 lr 
Ctsi urn- 137 441 6 pCi/g 101 (75.6- 125J EIB OY17198 1; 

d a  indiwrcs that spikt mzovcry limits do not apply whcn 
samplc conculmrion cxcecdr spike corn by a factor of4 or morc 

P. 0. Box 30712 Charleston, SC 2941 7 (0031 SSh-AI 71 FJX I8031 766-1 17R 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

GEL MKK'I"(;/AC;(;'I'/UUA L 'I'LL: 803 7bY 7376,4028 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Laboratories, Inc. A fitidre. 

CERTIFlCATE OF ANALYSIS 

Client; Kaiser Hill Company. LL.C. 
Rocky Flacs Envimnrncntal Tcch. Site 
Bldg. 861 
Golden, Colorado 8Oj02MM 

Envimnmencid samples Rapid (D) Tummund 
Contax Ms. Viqene I d e k t ~  

Projccc Description: 

cc: wc000797 Repon Dart; Fcbruary 3. 1998 Psgc I o f3  
- -- 

Sample 1D : 98A0621-013.039 p o o -  \03 A Webt L+ 
b b  ID :980231-17 
Marrix : Mix. 
Dace Catlected : O ' M X  
D~KC RtCrtvcd : 02077/3[1 
Priority : Rouune 
Collector . Climt 

-- 
Panmeter Qualifier R a u k  DL RL Units DF Analyst Date T h e  Batch kf 

c- ----. 
Radiologlcal 
Gamma PHA - 98 i t em 
Anjnium-228 
Arncncium-?_4\ 
Antimony-I 24 
Anci mony- t 25 
Barium- I33 
Barium-140 
Beryllium-7 
Bismuth-2 12 
Bismuth-21 4 

Cerium- i 39 
Cerium-141 
Cerium-I& 

Cerium- 136 
Cesium-I37 
Chromium-5 1 
Cobalt-56 

Co ba IC-58 

Europium- r 51 
Europium- 15.1 
Europium- 155 

&SiUM-l34 

Cobalt-57 

CobOlt-60 

Lead-7- I1 

U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

I 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
u 
U 
U 
U 
U 

1.75 
-0.000673 

0.0272 
01)636 1 

-0.00763 
0.118 

0.0022 
1 .oo 

0.6% 
-0.00159 
-0.00 I90 

4.104 
0.00510 

-0.00899 
0.1 5 1 

0.0188 
0.00260 

0.m208 

-0.0430 
0.00 

-0.0466 
-0.0 I5 t 

-0.00; I S  
I .62 

a.0158 

-0.01 a 1 

-0.0289 

4- 11306 
+I- 0.0971 
+I- 0.0207 
+/- 0.053.5 
+I- 0.023 I 
4- 0.147 
+/- 0.183 
+/-a313 
if- 0.124 
d- 0.01?5 
4- 0.0306 
+I- 0.1 17 

+I- 0.0197 
4- 0.0526 
if- 0.0105 
4.0. I 92 

+I- 0.0 I 97 
if- 0.0137 

+I- 0.02 19 
+I- 0.05 19 
+I- 0.077 1 

+I- 0.w I I 

4-0.117 
4- 0.osjo 
4- 0.0 IS6 
+I- 0.0539 
t4- 0.2 I3 

0.130 
0.173 

0.WW 
0.0938 
0.0407 

0.356 
0.326 
0.288 

0.0268 
0.0569 

0-IS8 
0.026 
0.0361 
0.0363 
0.354 

0.036 I 
0.0235 
0.0354 
0.WW 
0.089 1 
0. I26 
0.101 

0.0835 
0.05 I7 
0.0939 

a.0677- 

a . w o  

1-00 p c i g  
(2100 p c i g  

1.00 p c i g  
0.200 pCi/g 
1.m pcis 
1.00 pcqg 
1.00 p c i g  
1.00 p c i g  
1.00 pCi+ 
1.00 pcifs 
1.m p c i / g  
0.500 pc ig  
0.100 pCi/g 

1.00 pcll,o 
s.w pci/,n 
1.00 pcvg 
1.00 pcifg 

0.100 pci/g 

O.lo0 p c i g  
1.00 pCi/g 

0.500 pcifs 
0.100 pCi/g 
0.200 pCilg 
5.00 p c i p  
1.00 p c i g  
!.no pcvg 
1.00 pci/,y 

1.0 UB 02/17/98 1027 116681 1 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 

1 .o 
I .o 
1.0 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .O 
1 .o 
I .o 
1 .o 
1.0 
I .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1.0 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
I .o 

I .o 
1 .n 
I .o 

J .a 

I a 

P. 0. Oox 30712 Charleston, SC 2941 7 (8031 3 6 - 8  I71 Fax I8031 766-L&&3i.,7. 



MAK. -1b' Y)I(MUNJ 1 4 : S b  GEL MKK'i'N(;/ A(;I;'I'/QuAL 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Laboratories, Inc. Affiliale. 

.. CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS -.___. 

Client: Kaiser Hill Cornpony. L.L.C. 
Rocky R;rrs Envimnmcnd Tech. Site 
Bldg. E81 
Golden, Colorado 8W02-04M 

Environrncnd s m p i u  h p i d  (D) Turnaround 
Conncc blr. Virgene fdclccr 

Pmjcct Dum pcion 

Sample ID 
- 

: 98A063613.039 

Paramem Qualifier Result DL Units DF Anslysc Dace Timc BnKh 

k i d - 2  14 J 0.719 14- 0.132 0.0626 1.00 pcug I .o 

Mercury-103 U 0.0000416 +/-0.039 0.0384 1.00 pCVg 1 .o 
Neodymium- 147 U -0.145 4- 0.293 0.463 1.00 pciig 1 .o 
N~patni~m-239 U -0.OSJ3. +/-0.103 0-171 1.00 pciig  1 .o 
Niobium44 U -0.00789 +/- 0.0210 0.0369 1.00 pCirg 1 .o 
Niobium-95 u o.o(u90 +/-o.mati 0.05 1 7 1-00 pGig 1 .o 
Potwium-40 24.7 4 - 2 . 6 8  0.3 16 1-00 pciig 1.0 
Promethium- 1 a U 0.00163 4-0.0205 0.0371 0.100 p c i g  1.0 
Pmmethium-l-c6 u -0.0~564 +/-a.o?a 0.0419 0.100 p c i s  1 .O 

Radium-t'B 1.75 +i- 0.306 0.130 1.00 pc;/g 1.0 
Ruthenium- 106 U 0.107 4-0.179 0.337 0.000 pcig I .o 
Silver-1 IOM u 0.00321 4-0.0182 0-0336 1.00 p w g  1.0 

Tholliurn-2OP J 0.522 4- 0.0798 011390 1.00 pCils 1 .o 
Thorium-234 U 0.311 +/-J29 I .*o 1.00 pciig I .o 

U -0.00485 +/-0.0153 0.0436 1.00 pcilg 1.0 
UnNum-23 $ U 0.0603 4- 0.1 I8 0.203 0.500 pCi/s 1.0 
Ycuium-88 U -0.00997 +/-0.0183 0.03 13 0.100 p c i g  1.0 
Zinc45 U 0.0 I62 4- 0.0577 0.oS)l I 0.200 p c i g  I .o 
Zirconium-95 u -0.0148 +/-O.W13 0.0725 1-00 pciig I .o 

Msngclnese-54 U om1 3 +/- 0.0?~2 0.0152 0.100 pals 1.0 U B  02/17/96 1027 116681 

e 
1.00 pCiis 1.0 bdium-226 J 0.6W ti- CL 124 0.0672 

Sodium-22 U -0.0154 40.0176 0.045 I 0.700 p C i g  1.0 

Tin-I13 

Commenfx 
Eu- 155 not quantified due LO interference. 

' 9 8 0 3  I - I  7' P. 0. Box 3071 2 Charleston. SC 2911 7 (803) 556-81 71 Fax (803) 766-1 178 



ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
4 General Engineeriog Laboratories, lnc. Affiliate. 

CERTIFICATE a F  ANALYSIS 

Clieni: Kaiser Hill Company. L.L.C. 
Rocky Rats Environmcntnl Tcch. Sire 
BldS. 881 
Golden, C o l d o  8 0 4 0 2 W  

Environmental simpler mpid ID) Turnaround 
COnCQCC: Mr. V i q a t  ldeker 

Project Lkscriprion: 

R g e  301 cc' KHCOo797 Repon Date: Februnry 24. 1998 -- - 
Sample ID : 98A061 I -0 I 3 .Os9 

P. 0. 80% 3071 2 Charleston, SC 1941 7 (8031 55fi-Rl71 fax (803) 766-1 178 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Laboratories, Inc. A filiare. 

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

aim: Kaiser Hill Cornpay. L.L.C. 
Rocky Rats Environmmd Tcch. S i k  
Eldg. E81 
Golden. Colondo 8040143464 

Environrncnd rmp lu  Rapid (D) Turnaround 
Conucr: Ms. V i g n e  Idekcr 

Pmjm Dezcn'ption: 

I e: KHC000797 Report Date: Fcbwmy 7.4, 1998 P3gc 1 of 

Sample ID :98,%0621-01~.042 2 ~ 0 -  l03A sGb@& 
Lab ID : 9802251-18 
Matrix : Mix.  
Dart collccrtd : 0204198 
Datc Rccccived : 09A7i98 
RiOrity  : Routinc 
Collccioc : Client 

Ps~~meter  Quoliner lLurlt DL RL Units Or: Analyst Uatc Time Batch h 

Gpmmo PHA - 98 items 
0 Rndiological 

Acthiurn-Us 

Ancimny-123 
Anurnany-125 
Badum-133 
Barium-140 
Btryilium-7 
6 isrnuch-2 I 2 
aismurh-2 19 
Cerium- 139 
Cerium-141 
~ l i U m - l * J  
Cesium- 134 
Cesium- I36 
Csium- 137 
Chrnmjum-51 

Cobalt-S7 
Cobal t-SB 
Coha lr-60 
Eurnpiurn-1S2 
Europium- 154 
Europium-15s 
lodine. I3 I 

Amuidum-24 1 

CoMt-Sd 

Indium-I 91 

Lad-:! I2 
@ Iron-59 

U 
U 
u 
U 
U 
U 
I 
J 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

J 3 4  
4.1 10 

-0.00595 
0.0369 

0.000117 
0.0102 
0.013J 
0.902 
0.822 

0.00671 
-0.00464 
-0.01 10 
-0.0435 
0.0440 

-0.6157 
-0.0224 
0.0106 

-0.O00940 
0.0357 
0.0173 

-0.0322 
0.06 I3 
0.1 10 

-0.OQs1B 
0.02 I 1 
0.11341 
I26 

4- 0.170 
4- 0.10' 

4- o.on9 
4- 0.0320 
+I- Qld-4 
+I- 0.193 
44- 0.395 
4- 0.140 
4- 0.01B6 
+I- 0.038 I 
4- 0.130 

4- 6.6240 
+/- 0.0698 
4- 0.0243 
4- 0.7-40 

4- 0.0267 
4- 0.0155 
t/- o.o?-ss 
+I- 0.0161 
+I- 0.0646 
+I- 0.0770 
+I- 0-0929 
4- 0.0664 
+I- 0.0133 
4- 0.059 I 
+I- 0.16, 

+I- am1 

0.138 
0.190 
0.0403 
0. I07 

0.X6 
a345 
0.324 
0.08 IO 
0.03 27 
0.0663 
0.127 
0.0369 
0.130 
0.0404 
0.403 

0.0473 
0.0173 
0.016 I 
0.05 14 
0. IO5 
0.147 
0.17-t 
0.1 1 I 

' o.mo9 
0.1 I O  

0.0b9d 

o.wn 

1.00 pcug 
0.400 pQ/g 
1.00 pCi/g 

0.200 p c i g  
1.00 p c i g  
1.00 p a s  
1.00 pclirg 

1-00 pC2g 
1.00 pciig 

0.100 p c i g  

1.00 pCilg 

1.00 pCil,: 
0.500 pCilg 

1-00 Qcilg 
5.00 pCVE 
1.00 pCi/g 
1-00 pcvg 

0.100 pcil5 

0-IW pas  
0.500 pcilg 

0.200 pcilg 
5.00 p c v n  
1.00 pcvg 

1.00 pCi/g 

0.200 p C i g  

1.00 pCi/,n 
1-01] pCilg 

1.0 EJE 02/17/96 1038 116681 1 
I .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1.0 
1.0 
1 .o 
1 .o 
I .o 

1 .o 
1.0 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
I O  
I .fl 
I .o 
I .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
I .o 

I .n 

P. 0. Box 30711 Charleston. sC 2941 7 10031 556-8171 w Fax ifin31 76h-i~g4)~,5,.~~- 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, fNC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A Gencral Engineering Laboratories, Inc. Affiliate. 

- .._ --- CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

Clicnr Kaiser Hili Company. 1.L.C 
Rocky Flats Environmental Tech. Sire 
Bldg. 881 
Golden. Colondo 804024464 

Envimnmcntal s m p l t ~  Rapid (D) Tumorouod 
Contact: MI. Virgene Idek~ru 

Project Detcriprjon: 

CC: WC000797 P e p a ~  Daw: Fcbruaty 24. I998 P7cc ?of> 

Samplc ID : 98A0621-014.042 

h e m e t e r  

Led-214 
Mnnganuc-S4 
Mrrcury-7-03 
Neodymium- 147 

Nia bIW-94 
Nepcud urn-23 9 

Niobium-95 
Pouusium4l 
hm him- 1 44 
Romtrhium-146 
Radium-226 
Radium-228 
Rutfienium-IOti 
Silvcr-l10M 
Sodium-?? 
Thallium-208 
Thorium-234 

Uranium-23S 
Ymium-88 
tinc-65 
Zirconium-95 

, Tin-I13 

Qualifier RenrIt DL RL Unih 

U 
u 
J 

U 
u 
U 
J 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

~~ 

0.900 
4.00 1 M 
-0.00897 

0.101 
-0.0403 
0.00652 
0.0349 
25.0 

-0.000877 
0.0058 I 

0.872 
I I S  

-0.0870 
0.00494 
0.02 I9 
0-Mo 
0.899 

-0.o0O110 
0. I S  

-0.01 88 
-0.0312 
0.0229 

+I- 0.155 
4- 0.0149 
+(- am99 
+I- 0327 
4- 0.1 17 

4- 0.0220 
+I- 0.0344 
4- 1 8 6  

4- 0.w9 
4- 0.140 
4- 0.270 
+I- 0.1 t i  

+I- 0.02 1 1 
4- 0.0275 
+I- 0.0721 

4- 3-09 
ti- 0.0180 
+/- 0. I32 
4- 0.0227 
4- 0.071 1 
4- 0.0489 

ti- a0727 

a.074 

o.sa9 

0.0428 
0.W3 

0-2@ 
0.0406 
0.0568 
0.425 

0.0395 
0.W69 

0.148 
0.3 I4 
0.0376 
0.0525 
0.0380 

2.07 
0.0503 

0.136 

0,105 
0.0873 

0.08 IO 

0.03~6 

1.00 pCVg 
0.100 pci/g 

1.00 pcilg 
1.00 pcvg 
1-00 p c i g  
1.00 pcvg 
1.00 pcvg 

0.100 pCirg 
1.00 PCdB 

0.100 pCilg 
1.00 pCi/s 
1.00 pCilg 

0.800 pCilg 
1-00 pcug 

0.7m pciig 
1.00 p c v g  
1.00 pciig 
1.00 pCYs 

0.500 pci/g 
0.100 pCjig 

1.00 pCifg 
o.?oo pci/g 

DF Analyst D P L ~  Time Batch kl 

1 .o 
1.0 EJR 01/17/98 1028 116681 I 
1 .o 
1.0 
J .O 
1.0 
I .o 
1 .o 
1.0 
1 .o 
I .O 
1 .a 
I .o 
1 .o 
I .o 

I .o 
I .O 
1.0 
I .o 
I .o 
1 .o 

I .a 

P. 0.80% 30711 - Charleton, SC 2941 7 (003) 556-61 71 Fax 18031 766-1 178 
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ENVl RONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENV[RONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering laboratories, Inc. Affiliate. 

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS .- 

Client: Kaiser Hili Company. LL.C 
Rocky Rah Envimnrncnral Tech. Si= 
Eldg. 88) 
Goldcn. Colorado 80401-0464 

Environmental rampla Rapid (D) Turnaround 
Contact: Ms. Virgcnc Idckn 

Project Dcscripdon: 

Repon Daw: Fcbruay 24.1998 h g c  3 of: a: IcHc000797 
--- .- 

Sample ID : 98;\0621-Ol4.W7_ 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

GEL 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Laboratories, lnc. Affiliate. 

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

C l i a c  Kniscr Hill Company, LLC.  
b c k y  Flus Envimnmcnrl Tcch. Sirc 
Bfdg. 881 
Golden. Colondo 80402-MfS 

EnvironmcntPl t3mplCS Opid  (D) Turnround 
Contocc: Mr. Virgem Idcku 

Projca Description: 

tc: KHC000797 Repon Datc: February 14, 1998 Page 1 or: 

Sample ID : ~ B A ~ I - ~ I R . O S J  b o - -  \z< SW 
Lab ID 9802251-19 
Matrix : klirc 
Dace ColIe& : O Y W 8  
Dacc Rcccivcd : 01/07/90 
R i O l i t y  : Routine 
Collector : Client 

-- 
Parameter Quallflcr Rcsutt DL RL Units DF .+ndysl Dale Time Batch M 

c- 

Radiological 
GLMIIM ?HA - 38 ireitis 
Acrinjum-'78 
Amtnkium-241 
Antimony-1% 
Antimony- i 75 
Barium-1 33 
Brrrium- 140 
E cwll iup-7 
B ismuth-2 I 1  
Bisrnurh-2 14 
Cerium-1 39 
Ccrium-141 
Cerium-1 44 
Ccsium-134 
Cesium-I 36 
Crsium-l33 
Chromium-5 1 

Cobalt-57 
Cobdt-56 

Cobalt-58 
CobJtdQ 
Eumpium-ISZ 
Euro piu rn-1 S4 
Europium- 1% 
Iodine- 13 I 

U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
J 
1 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
J 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

133 +/-0.26a 
4.096 1 4- 0.1 26 
-0.06197 4- 0.0 I9 I 
-0.0249 4- O.Ot83 
0.00931 4- 0.0147 

-0.106 4-0.1 19 
0.0288 4- 0. I69 
0.890 +I- 0.353 
0.904 4- (llM 

-0.Qo903 +/- 0.01 73 
0.0165 4.0.0293 
0.0220 +I- 0. I05 

O.oa290 4- 0.01 8.5 
0.021 1 +/- 0.05 I5 

-0.014 4- 0.14.1 

-0.OoS85 4- 0.0 I30 
4.00990 +/- 0.0197 

0.0583 4. o .wo  

0.00~ e +I- o.wm 

0.00830 +t- 0.01 14 
-0.099 +/- 0.0506 
0.0264 +I- 0.05 19 

0.0358 +/- 0.079 I 
0.0866 4- 0.0790 

- 0 . 0 0 ~ ~ 9  +I- 0.01 a3 
0.00737 4- 0.0471 

1 .a +/. I). 1'12 

0. I18 
0.189 
0.0339 
0.080 I 
0.0390 
0.196 
0.290 
0.261 

0.0603 
0.027 1 
0.0556 
0.191 

0.029 1 
0.0930 
0.0375 
0.335 

0.037 1 
0.0233 
0.0338 
0.0385 
0.0850 
0.1 18 
0.0992 
0.0897 
0.03 13 
0.0833 
0.057.1 

1.00 pCYg 

1.00 pCirg 
o s 0  pCYg 

1.00 pcill: 
1.00 pCdz 
1.00 p c i g  
1.00 pcifg 
1-00 pCi/g 
1.00 p c i g  
1.00 pci g  

0.400 pCi/g 

0.500 pCi/po 
0. JW pCilg 

5.00 pCi/s 

1.00 pCi/g 

1.00 p c i g  

1.00 pcgg 

0.100 pcilg 
1.00 p c i g  

0.200 pci/s 
0.200 p c i , p  

0.100 pCi/s 
0.500 pCi/s 

5.00 pCi/g 
1-00 pCj/_c 
1.00 pCilg 
1.00 p c i g  

1.0 UB 01/17/98 1030 116681 1 
1.0 
I .o 
I .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1.0 
I .o 
I .o 
1 .o 
1 .a 
I .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
I .o 
1.0 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1.0 
f.0 
I .o 
I .o 
1 .o 

I .o 
1 .o 
I .o 

I .a 

x * '2. ?) I - ,  
P. 0 . 8 0 ~  30712 Charlesron. SC 29417 (8031 556-8171 FJX (8031 ~ G G - I ~ ~ ~ I - I Q *  
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

MKK'I"G/ AGG'I'IUUAL 'fEL:803 7bY 737bt4UZ)I P. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Laboratories, Inc. Ah%iate. 

-. . CERTlFfCATE O F  ANALYSIS -. 

Clicnl; U s e r  Hill Cornpony. LLC. 
Rocky flats Envimnmcntal Tcch. S i c  

Galden. Colorndo 8W02-WS 

Environmental samples Rapid (D) Turnaround 

Bldg. 881 

&X3Ct: Mr Vlrgene ldtker 
Pmjux Dcscriptlan: 

cc: KHCrn797 Rcpm Date: Febmary 24. 1998 Page 2 o f  

Sample ID : 98A062 1-01 B.0S.L 

Parnmetcr Qudi Ker Ruul t DL RL Units DF Amlyst Date Time Batch 1 
.- 

b a d - 2  I4 
MYlgancJc-54 
M ~ n ~ ~ y - 2 0 3  
Ncodymium-147 

Niobium-W 
NiQbiUm-95 
Porassiom-40 
Prarnerhium-144 
btMrhium-146 
Icldium-126 
Radium-?* 
Ruthenium-1 06 
Silnr-11OM 
Sodium-21 
Thaltiurn-?CM 
Thorium-234 
Tin4 13 
Umium-7-35 
Yttrium-88 
znc-63 
Zircosiurn-95 

Ncptuni u m-23 9 

U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

U 
U 
J 

U 
U 
U 
J 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

1.15 
0.03% 

0.00 
0.127 

0.0298 
0.0180 

0.00950 
24.0 

0.00421 

0.9w 
1.33 

4.0694 
-0.W151 
0.00943 
0386 
0.775 

-0.0151 
O.#W 

4.00535 
-0.00672 
0.0607 

a.oa?m 

4- 0.176 
+/- 0.0217 
4- 0.0337 
4- 0267 

+I- 0.0984 
4- 0.0 177 
4- 0.6723 

+/- 1.63 
4- 0.01 74 
4- 0.0227 
4- 0.14 
+I- 0.268 
4- 0.1 66 
4- 0.0 193 
4- 0.0 I 86 
ii- 0.063 1 
4- 118 

4- 0.035 1 
4- 0.147 

+I- 0.0 1 88 
+I- 0.0538 
+I- 0.0638 

0.0628 
0.0368 
0.0358 
0.495 
0.181 
0.0332 
0.0409 

0.306 
0.03 IS 
0.0390 
O a Q 3  
0.12s 
0.99 I 
0.0304 
0.0442 
0.0313 

1.53 
O.OJ18 

0.205 
0.0334 
0.osos 
0.0703 

1.00 pcilg 
O-iOO pCYg 
1.00 pcvg 
1.00 

1-00 pCilg 
1.00 p c i g  
1.00 pcug 

0.100 pais 
1-00 p c i g  
1.00 pas 
0.8IM pcig 

1.00 pc ig  
0.700 pCiI5 
1.00 pCilg 
1-00 pc2ig 
1.00 pcvg 

0.100 p a g  

1 .a0 pcis 

1-00 pCj& 

0.106 PCdg 

0.500 pCig  

0.200 &i/g 

1.0 

1 .o 
I .o 
I .o 
1.0 
1 -0 
I .o 
I .o 
1 ,o 
I .O 
1 .o 
11) 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 a 
1 .o 
1.0 
I .a 
I .o 
1 .o 

1.0 UB o m 7 m  1030 116681 

Comrneou: 
HE-203 not quantified due ta interfemcc. 

P. 0. Box 3071 2 Charlesron, SC 29-4 I7 (803) 556-81 71 Fax (803\ 766-1 178 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
4 General Engineering Laboratories, Inc. Affiliate. 

. .. CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

Clka: Kaiser Hill Company. L.LC 
Rocky nnls Environmcnwl Tech. Sire 
aidg. as I 
G O ~ U ~ .  c0ior;lda ewm-ou 

Conwar Mn. Virgent Idtkcr 
Project Dcscriprirm; EnviroomtnrJl samples Rapid @) Tumacouod 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

GEL MKK'I'NG / ACCS / QUAL 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
4 General Engineering Labocatories, {nc. Affiliate. 

.- CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

Clicnt: Kaiser Hill Company. LLC. 
Rocky Flats Envimnmcnijl Tech. Site 
Bldp. 881 
Coldcn. ColWda 8oP01-a364 

Conwcc: Ms. Virgene Idekcr 
Project Dclwiprion: Envimnmcnrnl svnplrs Rapid CD)  Turnaround 

P35t I O f 3  cc: KHC000797 Rcpon Date: Februw 24. 1998 

Sample ID 

M a 6 X  : Mise. 
Docc Callecccd ; 01J04/96 
Dare RtcJved : 02/07/90 
R i O r i r y  : Rorrtiiu 
Colfecror : Clieni 

:98A0621619.057 v00- \OqA dak? 
Lab ID : 980225 1-20 

.- 
Parameter Qualifier Result DL RL. Unif.~ DF Analyst Date Tinlc Batch M 

-_c_ -- 
R 4 d i O f O g k d  

Gamma PHA - 98 iwu 
Actinium-ZB 
Amen'dum-241 
Antimony- I 24 
AnUmony-l25 
Badcm- 133 
h i m - 1 4 0  
Beryllium-? 
Bisrnu th-2 12 
R ismath-:! 14 
cerium1 39 
ccrium- 14 I 
Cccium-144 
Cesium-134 
CeSiism- 136 
Cesium-137 
Chromium4 I 
CobdtJ6 
CClb6k-57 
CObalt-SS 
Coballr-LO 
Europium- 1 S:! 
Europium- 1% 
Europium- 155 
Iwlinr-13 1 
Iridium-1 92 
Iron-59 
Lead-21 2 

J 
U 
W 
U 
U 
U 
U 
J 
J 
u 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
L' 
U 
U 
u 
U 
U 
U 
c 
1 

0.062 
-0.00721 
-0.01 19 
0.0 195 

-0.00970 
-0.0608 

-0.oou I 
0.547 
0.498 

-0.0 Io7 
0.0121 

0.00850 
O.Ol02 

4.067 1 
a02 10 
-0.1 la 

-0.00873 
-0.00178 
-0.003 I4 

0.0 I 9s 
-0.0262 
-0.0 I 08 
0.0267 
-0.0 177 
0.0 IO0 
0.0268 

0.799 

+I- 0.230 
+I- 0.0299 
4- 0.0724 
+I- O-OSi9 
4- 0.0270 
4-0.133 
4- a.204 
4- 0.35 1 
4- 0. I26 
4- 0.01 48 
4- 0.03 17 
4- 0.0404 
+I- 0.0197 
+I- 0.6693 
4-0.MI9 
+/. 0.197 

4- 0.016 I 
+I- 0.01 19 
+/- 0.0243 
d- 0.0101 
+I- 0.0533 
+I- 0.071 9 
+/- o.oss0 

4- 0.01 RS 
+I- 0.0543 
+I- 0.1 I8 

+I- a.om 

0.137 
0.0478 
0.0380 
0.09SJ 
O.Oi90 
0.216 
0.317, 
3294 

0.0798 
0.0247 
0.0557 

0.172 
0.0359 
0. I07 
0.04CG 
0-3 19 
0.044 
0.0206 
0.0421 
0.0, I6 
0.0868 
0.1 29 
0.0638 
0.0929 
0.0337 
0.0983 
Om63 

1-00 pci/g 

1.00 pCifg 
0-Kx) p c i s  

0.200 pciig 
100 p c i g  
1.00 pCilg 
1.00 pci/g 
1.00 pCi/s 
1.00 pwg 
1.00 pCi/g 
1.00 pCilg 

0.500 pCi/g 
0.100 pCi/g 

1.00 p c i g  
s.m pCi& 
1.00 p c i s  
1.M pCifg 

0.100 pCi/g 
1.00 p c i g  

0.100 pcilg 
0.5W pCiig 
0.200 pCi/g 
0.200 pCifg 
5.00 pCil3 
1.00 p a s  
1.00 pcitp 
1.00 pC.i/g 

1.0 EIB 02/17/9S 1031 116681 1 
I .o 
I .o 
1 .o 
1.0 
1 .o 
1 .o 

I .D 
I .o 
1 .O 
1 .o 
1 .o 
I .o 

t .a 

I .a 
I .a 
1 .o 
I .O 
1.0 

I .O 
I .o 
I .o 
I .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 

I .a 



ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, fNC. 
A General Engiiieerhg laboratories, Inc. Aifihrc. 

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS --- 
Client: Kaiser Hill Company. LLC 

Rocky R w  EnvironmurrJJ Tech. S i y  
Bldg 881 
Goldcn. Colondo 804024464 

Environmcnul wrnples Rapid (D) Tunumuncl 
Cancacc: Ms. Virgcnc l&kcr 

Project Dcscripdon: 

P m m c r a  Qualifier Result Dt RL Units DF Analyst Date Time Batch h.. 

Lead.214 I 0.599 4- 0.1 11 0.0662 1.00 pCi/g 1.0 
.-- --._ -- 

Manganese-54 U 0.0233 4- 0.h393 0.0378 0.100 pa/g l.0 02/17/95 116681 I 
MIWXCY-~Q~ U 0.00 4- 0.0341 0.0357 1.00 p c i g  1.0 

Mahiurn-94 U a00 4-a0273 0.0383 l a a  p c i g  1.0 
Niobium45 u -0.0123 +/-0.0314 0.0459 1.00 pG13 1 .o 
PocassiumlO 20.1 4 - 2 3  0.37 I 1.00 pci ig  1.0 
Promethium-\ 41 u -0.0148 +I- 0.022.0 0.0364 0 . 1 0 ~  pcxg 1.0 
Romcthium-1+5 U 0.00955 i%Ct.M40 0.0440 aim 1.0 
Ridiu m-226 J 0.498 +/-QlX 0.0798 1.00 pcig 1.0 
Radiurn-ZS 1 0.862 +1-02.3130 0.137 1.00 pcYg 1.0 
RUtheni~m-f 06 U -0.102 +I- 02.5 0331 a800 pcilg 1.0 

1.m pcig 1.0 Silver-l I O M  U -0.0301 +r-O.M39 0.0376 
Sodium-22 U -0.00399 4.l-0.0257 0.0459 0.700 p C i g  1.0 
7h;rIlium-208 J 0262 +t- 0.&%3 0.0366 1-00 pcvg 1.0 

1 0.606 +/-o.da7 0.490 1.00 pG/s 1.0 Thorium-2% 
U O.M)307 +I- 0.01257 O.6ci3 I .oo p c i i g  1.0 Tin-1 13 

Unnium-233S U 0.0953 +I-O.IE . 0.197 0.500 pCVg 1.0 
Yrrrium-88 U -0.0104 +I*O.OlRS 0.03 I?. 0.100 p c i s  1.0 
Zinc-65 U -0.0420 40.0661 0.0960 0.200 p c i g  1.0 

U 0.034 1 +I- 0.W24 0.0789 1.00 p c i g  I O  

Ncndymjum-I47 U -0.172 4-0288 0.490 1.M pCiig  1.0 - Neptunium-239 u 0.0432 +1.0.oa89 0.159 1.00 pCi/p 1.0 0 

Zirconium9S 

Comments: 
Hg-303 not quantified due to inmfcrcnce 

Nb-94 not qunnrificd due m low abundance. 

$1 

P. 0. Box 3071 1 CkdrlrJton, SC 13$17 I80.3 526-ur 7 I w Far (8031 766- I 1 78 
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/pc, .;-.. ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Laboratories, Inc. Affi/;afe, 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

--- CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

Clienc fcniscr Hill Company, LLC. 
Rocky Rxs Environmcnd Tech. Site 
Bids. 88 I 
GoIda, Colorado 80402-0464 

Concna: Ms. Virgcnc; ldckcr 
Projcct Dacription: Environmental ramplcs Rapid (D) Turnnround 

cc: KHC000797 Repon Dxe: Fcbtuvy 21, I998 Page 3 of 3 

Now: 
The qualifiers in this repon ye defined as follows: 
ND indicares that the d y e  was nat derettcd at a concmrnrion p a c e r  than rhc drrecu'on limc. 
J indicauJ pmsencc of m i l p  at a concmtnu'an less cba the reponing limit (Rt) and grater than the dctccrian limit (DL). 
u iflUlCXa that &v? snatyce was na( derccced pc a cowenmuon gcaccr ( h a  the dctccdon firnil 
indicates rhnt 1 quality conuol y\nlyre rE:overy i1 ourside of specified acccpcmce crireri~. a 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Laborarories, lnc. AFfiliare. 

._ CERTlFlCATE OF ANAtYS(S - --. .- 

Client: KY'ser Hill Company, LL.C. 
Rocky flats Environmental Tech. Sire 

Golden, Color~do 804020464 

Environrneowl samples Rapid 0) Tumomund 

eidg. sal 

cont3n: Ms. Virgene Ideka 
Project Description: 

Pepan Dacc.: FcbmYy '24 I998 R g e  I o (  cc: MC000797 

Sample ID :98AO621-005.015 lzbp- \\Z 6.4 
M y r i X  : Misc 
Daw CaUtcud : O M 8  
Date Rcctivui : Qrn1198 
R i O r i V  : Roorjnc 
Collccror : Client 

Lab ID : 9802251-21 

-- - --- 
Parvncctr Quallflcr Result DL a um'ts DF A ~ l y ~ t  Date Time Batch b 

Camma Pn.4 - 98 ircnu 

Actinium-228 L72 i4-0.448 0.1 19 1.00 pCi/g 1.0 EJB 07-/17/9a 1032 116681 

@ Radiological 

Amm'cium-24 1 U 0.0314 +I- am91 aioa 0.400 p m g  1.0 
Antimony-124 U 0.00505 +I-O.M10 0.0366 1.00 p c i g  1.0 
Antimony-I 25 u 0 oaE9  +/-0.0569 0.0793 0.200 pciig 1.0 

u 40047s +/-OB253 0.03-n 1Do pcig 1.0 
Bwiurn-l& u -o.om 4-am 0215 1-00 p c v g  1 .o 
B e 0  Uium-7 U 0.0523 4- 0.175 0.296 1.00 pCifg I .n 
Blsmuth-?,L1 1.71 if-0344 0.252 1.00 pcifg 1.0 
Bismuch-l14 J 0.672 +I- 0. I 18 0.0625 1-00 pCils I .o 
Cerium-) 39 U 0.00670 +/-0.0173 0.0294 1.00 pci/g 1.0 
Cerium-i 41 U 0.0191 +I-O.O369 * 0.0597 1.00 ptilg I .o 
Ceri0m-l.u U -0.170 el- O.I?,! 0. I99 0.500 pCiIs I .O 
Ccsiurn-tW U -0.0103 +/-0d214 0.03 13 0.100 p c i g  1.0 
Cesium-1 36 U -0.0183 +I-O.o502 0.0656 1.w pCllg I .o 
Cesturn-137 U bb2l.l 4-0.0186 0.030'2 5.00 pCiIg I .o 
Chmmjurn-5 1 U 0.0543 ti-0.190 0.337 1.00 pCi/g 1 .o 
Cobdt-56 u - 0 . w 7  .cl-o.o111 0.035 I 1.00 pci/g I .o 
Cohfr-57 U -0.00567 +I- 0.0laj 0.022 1 0.100 pCilg 1 .O 
Cobdt-58 U -0.00751 if-0.0196 0.0315 1.00 pCYg I .o 
Cobalt-60 U 0.0 I 01, +I- o-tco t 0.0356 0.100 pCYg I .O 

Eumpium- 154 U 0.0 I40 +/- 0 06 I2 0.106 0.200 pCi/g I .a 
Eumpiuml15S U 0.00 4- 0.0878 0.0996 0.200 pCdg I .o 

U -0.M1385 +/-OB531 0.0907 5 0 0  pCijs I .o 
Iridium-192 u -0.00359 +I-0.0175 0.0301 1.00 pCi/g I .o 

U O.OOO22.1 +/- 0.0514 0.0764 1.00 p C i I g  I O  
z9a tl-0.338 0 .05u I.00 pcilg I .o 

Barium- I33 

U -0.00776 4- 0.0514 0.0879 0.500 pCi/S 1.0 Europium-152 

lodinc- 13 I 

lmn-59 
Lead-2 12 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Laboratories. Inc. Affiliate. 

ENVt RONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

-- CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS --- -. 

Clieru: G s s r  Hill Company. L.LC. 
Rocky Flats Environmtnrol Tech. Site 
Bldz. 8gl  
hldcn .  Colondo 80402-0464 

Environrncnid samples Rapid (D) Tunumsnd 
Conrocc Iclr. Virgene Idelscr 

PfOjecf Drshiptian: 

Lnd-2 14 
Mmpocsc-Sd 
Mercury-rn3 
Ne~dymiurn-147 
Nepcuniurn-2% 
Niobium-94. 
Niobium45 
PotJ?;siurn-4 
Promethium-1 W 
Pramhiurn-146 
RJdium-226 
R43dium-128 
R ~ l h ~ n i u m - I  06 
snvcr-l10M 
Sodium-12 
fhnllium-208 
Thorfum-234 
Tiel  13 
Um*um-ZjS 
Yctrium-B8 
Zinc-65 
Zimdum-95 

1 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

U 
U 
1 

, u  
U 
U 
J 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

0.763 
0.0 1 63 

0.00 
0.0 137 

~ . o o  
-0.00837 

0.ozss 
24.6 

0.0171 
0.00867 

L72 
5.0472 
0.0 I 34 

0.00457 
0.838 
0.775 

aoim 
0.0739 

-0.OOa)SM 
-0.00539 

0-0456 

a m  

+l- 13.133 
4- 0.w62 
tf-  0.0328 
+I- 0.246 
+I- 0.159 

4- QO189 
4- 0.0296 

+t- Z1n I 
4- 0.01 86 
4- 0.0232 
+A 0.1 I8 
4- 0.448 
+f- 0.167 

+/- 0.0 174 
+I- 0.0219 
+I- 0. I 08 
4- 0.930 

+I- 0.0361 
4- 0. I43 

+I- O~Q.529 
+I* 0.0452 

4- 0.01 7a 

0.06 16 
0.03 24 
0.0415 

0.435 
0.181 
0.03 17 
0.0454 
0.293 

0.0329 
0.0396 
0.0625 
0.1 19 
0286 

O A ~  IO 
0.0379 
0.03 17 
0-947 

0.0336 
0.214 

0.03 14 
0.M77 
0.0673 

1.00 pcilg 
0.100 p c i s  
1.09 p c i g  
1-00 p c i g  
1.00 p a / z  
1.00 pcilg 
1.00 p c i g  
1.00 pcig 

0.100 p a l 5  
1.00 pci/g 
1.00 p c i g  

hBdO pCitg 
1-00 p c i g  

0.700 pC2g 
1-00 p c i g  
1.m p c i g  
1.00 pcil:: 

0.500 p c i g  

0.106 Qcdg 

0.100 pCi/s 
0.200 pCi/g 

1.00 pais 

I .o 
1.0 W17198 1032 116681 
I .o 
I .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
1 .I) 
1 .o 
I .o 
1 -0 
I .o 
1.0 
1 .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
I .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
10 

Comments: 
&u- 155 not QUJnCifjcd due (0 icucrierencc. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMfNTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Laborarories, Inc. Afiliare. 

CERTlFfCATE OF ANALYSiS 

Clizru: Kaiser Hilt Company, L.LC. 
Rocky Flnts Environmental Tcch. Site 

Golden, Colorado 80402-0464 

hvimnrnental samples Rapid (D) Turnaround 

81dg. 881 

Contact: Ms. Virgeenc Idcker 
Project Desniption: 

P. 

Sample ID : 98A0621aO5.015 

&I = klcthod Merhod-Descrfpclon -. - 

'980Or5 1-21 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Laborarories, Inc. Affiliate. 

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

Clicnt: Kaircr Hill Company. LLC 
Rocky R ~ u  Envimnrnen~l Tech. Sire 
B Ids. 88 1 
Golden. Colondo RoaO2-W64 

Enviroctmcnld sampla . Rapid (D) Turnaround 
Conuccc Ms. Virgene ldekn 

Projcn Description: 

Rcpotx Dare: Febwuy 14, 1998 PJgC I O f 3  
ct: K.HcQoo797 

Actinium-2'18 
Americium-241 
Antimony- 124 
Anri mrry- I 25 

Bnrium-I 40 
Beryllium-7 
Bismuth-21 2 
Bismuth-2 14 
Cerium- 139 
Cerium- 14 ! 
Cerium-I 44 
Cesium- I 34 
Cesium-136 
Cesium- I37 
Chromium4 1 
Cobair-56 
Cobalt47 
Cobalt-58 

Europium-1 52 
Europium- 154 
Europium- 155 
lodine-13 i 

Ban'um- 133 

Cobalt-60 

Iridium- 1 92 
Iron-59 
k3d-1 12 

U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

1-58 
0.0179 
4.0297 
0.0536 

0.00565 
-0.058 1 
4-252 

1.16 
1.22 

0.0244 
a0473 
4.03SJ 
0.0065 I 
-0.L1590 
0.0151 
-0. I96 

-0.0638 
-0.00263 
-0.0337 

-0.00669 
-0 00M7 

0.00 
0.048 1 

-0.0 t 62 
0.0354 

1.71 

o. ias, 

+I- 0.456 
4- a1ss 

4- 0.ws 
4- 0.1 03 

4- 0.0514 
+/- 0.268 
+I- a392 
ti- am 
4- 0.248 
if- 0.0320 
+I- 0.0665 

+I- 0.223 
4- 0 . w  
tf- 0.106 

4- 0.0439 
+I. a399 

4- 0.0366 
4- 0.0282 
if- 0.O;rso 
+I- o m  I I 

+I- 0. I 25 
4- 0.1 16 
t/- 0.2 I6 
+/.O.I14 

+I- 0.0386 
if- O.OY5.l 
+I- 0.250 

0.289 
0.256 

0.o-m 
0.1 a9 

0.08 16 
0.471 
0.576 
OS61 
0.141 

0.0572 
0.1 19 
0.392 

0.069 1 

0.0789 
0.667 

0.07 I 7 
0.0499 
0.0742 
0.0633 
0.186 
0.242 
0.108 
0.209 
0.064 

0.177 
0.107 

a. i aa 

1.00 p c i g  
0.m p w g  
1.00 pa/: 

0.200 p a g  
1.06 pci/g 
1.00 p c i g  
1.00 pcvg 
1.m pciig 
1.00 pcilg  
1.00 pciig 
1.00 pci/g 

0500 p c i g  
0.100 p c i i g  
1.00 pcig 
5.m p c i g  
1.00 p c i g  
1.00 p m y  

0.100 pCi/g 
1.M) p C Q  

0.100 p c i 3  
0.500 pCVg 
0.200 p c i g  
0.900 pCi/g 
s.00 p c i g  

1.00 pciib' 
1.00 pCils 

1.00 pC23 

1.0 =B 0317/98 1033 116681 1 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1 .o 
1.0 
1 .o 
I .a 
I .o 
1 .O 
1 .o 
1 .a 
1 .O 
1.0 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
1.0 
I .o 
I .O 
I .o 
I .o 

,/1 i\ :L- 



ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Laboratories, hc. Affiliare. 

- CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSlS --- 
Clicac IClistr Hill Company. L.LC 

Rocky Flats Environmcntd Tech. Sire 
Bldg. 881 
Golden. Colando 80402.1)164 

Environmental rtrnplu Rapid (D) T u m u n d  
C a n w e  MS. v l 5 e n c  ldckcr 

Project Dcscripcim: 

Rtport D~(C: Fehnrvy 24. I998 Page 2of  cc; KHC000797 

Sample ID : 98A0621-001s~012 

Lend-I I4 
Manganect-S* 

* Mernvy-103 
Neodymium- 147 
Nephmiurn-239 
Niobium94 
Niobium-95 
Pout iurn -4  
Promethium- 144 
Promechiurn-I46 
Radium-?% 
Radium-2213 

* Ruthenium-106 
Silver-! I O M  
Sodium-?? 
Thdlium-7,08 

Tin-1 13 
Uranium-3 5 
Yurium-%a 
Zinc-65 
Zirconium-95 

Thoti u RI-734 

U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

U 
U 

U 
U 
U 
J 
u 
U 
U 
U 
U 
tj 

1.01 i/-o.114 
0.0287 4- 0.6153 
o . o m  +(- 0.0612 
0.1 10 4- 0.556 

0.0799 if-0211 
-0.0 130 +I- 0.0392 
0.0134 4- 0,0567 
23.I +/-?,BO 

0.0339 t l - O D 4 0 5  
0.0284 +I- 0.0489 

131 +1-0348 
I 5 8  +I-0.456 

-0.147 +I- 0395 
-0.0300 +I- 0.0398 
0-0324 4- 0.0655 
0582 it- 0.133 

0-387 +1-o.xa 

0.0877 +/-507 
-0.0495 +/- 0.wn 

-0.00725 4- 0.a22 
0.0188 +/-0.1(36 
0.115 4-0.131 

Comment5.: 
Eu- I 55  nor quantified due to intctfuence. 

0.133 
0_0796 
0.0745 

I .oo 

0.0673 
ofao 

o.oaa2 
0.630 

0.0744 
0.0900 
0.141 
0289 
0.586 

0.0665 
0.0861 
0.0749 
z25 

0.08 1 I 
0.523 

0.06-iS 

0.ISS 
0.168 

1.00 pCilg 
O.Io0 p c v g  

1.00 p c i g  
1.00 pci/g 
1.00 pCi/g 
1.00 pci/g 
1.m pci /g  
1-00 pci/s 

0.100 pc i g  
a.100 p c i g  

1.00 pCifg 
1.00 pCilg 

0.800 pCig 
1.00 p c i g  

0.700 pciig 
1.M) pcvg 
1-00 pCil5 
1.00 p c i g  

0.506 p c i g  

0.200 p c i f g  
1.00 pC2g 

0.100 pCilg 

1 .a 
1.0 01/17/98 1033 116681 , 
I .O 
1.0 
I .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
1.0 
I .o 
1.0 
I .a 
I .O 
I .O 
1 .o 
1 .e 
I .o 
I .O 
1 .a 
1.0 
I .a 
1.0 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, I N C  

'I'LL: l l U J  769 737bt41328 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A Ceqeral Engineering Laboratories, loc. Af6/iate. 

- .- - CERTiFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

Clicnc Kaiser Hill C o m p l y ,  L L C .  
Rocky Flats Environmental Tech. Site 
Bldg. 88 1 
Galden. Cotomdo 80402-b(6* 

Contiicr: Ms. Virgtnc Idekcr 
Project DeScdpciocc Environmental samples Rapid (D) Turnamund 

cc: KHCOOM97 Rrpon Datr: February ?A. I998 ?lgC 3 O f  

Samplc ID : 90AO621-004.012 

__c _- Method- Description - M - Method - 

P. 0. BOX 307 I ?. Chat~lcslon. SC 294 I 7 (803) 3:6-R I71 FAX toa31 7 ~ 1 1 7 8  
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ENVl RONMENTAL 

PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, 1NC. 
A General E@x?t?ring Labora fori-, Inc. AHiliJ re. 

.--_I_-__ 

CERTlFlCATE OF ANALYSIS .--.. 

Somplc ID :9EA0621-033.093 -0- \ \ \  su Cor& 
Lab LD : 980'3 1-23 
MWi% ; Misc. 

Datr Rscivcd : O ~ r n B 8  
RiOriCy : Roulinr 
Colltcror : Client 

Dart CaUcacd : o m a a  

Pnr;rmetu Qualifier Rcsult DL RL Units DF Analyst Dare Time Butch 

Gamma PHA - 98 irem 
Radialogicll 

Actinium-228 
Amm'cium-24 J 
An ti many- I34 
Anrimany- I 5 
Em'urn- 133 
Barium-140 
BcIyl[iurn-7 
Birrnuch-712 
E ismurh-214 
Cerium-1 39 
Cerium- i 4 I 
Cerium-1J.Q 
Cesium- 134 
Ccsium- 136 
Cuium- 137 
Chromium5 
CobaItJC 
Cobalr-5 7 
Cobalt-$6 
CObJlt-60 
Europium- 151 
Europium- 15.1 
Europium- 1 i5 
iodine- 13 1 
Iridium- I92 

b a d - 2  t 2 

U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

J 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

1.57 
0.039 1 

.O.OOjRS 
-0.m24 
-0.00841 
0.0564 
-0.10 I 

1.12 
0.977 

-0.00856 
0.13153 
0.0490 

-0.0??4 
0.013 I 
-0 168 

a.rn98 

0.0 f 7 3  

-m i  19 
-0.00807 
0.0 I49 
0.0264 
-0.076 1 
0.0856 
-0.0 I (r, 
0.00454 
-0.0 IO4 

1-59 

+I- 0.326 
4. a128  

+I- 0.0261 
+I- 0.0595 
4- 0.033 1 
+/- 0.153 
4- 0209 
+/- 03 18 
4- 0. I69 

+I- 0.01 95 
4- 0.0403 
4- 0. I 3 3  
4- 0.0265 
+/- 0.0685 
4- Q.0302 
4- 0.33 

+/- 0.02S8 
+/- 0.0161 
+/- 0.0368 
+!- 0.027 I 
+/- 0.0653 
4- 0. IO2 

+I- 0.0683 
4- R.0704 
+I- 0.0257 
+I- 0.0646 
4- 0.209 

0. I39 
0.176 

0.ws 1 
0.106 

O.O.tR2 
0.275 
0.361 
0.328 

0.0824 
0.0332 
0.0709 
0.235 

0.0412 
0. I20 
0.M79 

Q. 438 
0.0464 
0.0775 
0.0453 
O.OS12 
0.1 I 2  
0.142 
0. I?? 
0.1 17 
0.0399 
0.1 14 

0.0736 

1.w p a s  

1.00 pci/g 
0.206 pa5 
1m pcis 
1.00 pwg 
1.00 p c i g  
1.00 p c i g  
1.w pciig  
1.00 p c i g  
Irn pcvs 

0.500 p c i g  
0.1m pcirg 

1.00 pcifg 
5.00 pciig 
1.M) pciis  
1.00 pcig 

0.100 p c i g  
1.m pC;@ 

0.100 pci/g 

0.200 p c i g  

5.00 pwg 
1.00 Fig 
1.00 pcdg 
1.00 pcis 

0.400 p C i g  

0.500 pCi/g 

0.1W pCi/g 

1.0 rn wi7m 1446 116681 
1.0 
I .o 
1 .O 
1 .o 
I -0 
L .O 
1 .o 
1.0 
1 .o 
I .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
t .o 
1 .o 
1 .O 
1.0 
1 .o 
1 .O 
I .o 
1 .o 
I .O 
I .o 
1 .o 

t.0 
I .a 

P. 0. Box 30712 Charleston. SC 19417 181131 556-8171 6 Far r1103) 766-~m~,~, .71. 
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ENVlRON MENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General €nngin@ring Laboratories, Inc. Affilia re. 

-- 
CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

-.-I__ 
-__I_ 

Client: Ksiscr Hill Campmy, LLC. 
Racky Flab Environmcnul Tcch. Si= 

Goldm, Colondo 80402-0464 

Envinmmencsl samples Rapid {D) Tumvound 

B M ~ .  a8 I 

Contscr Mr. virgenc ldektr 
h j e a  Descriprian: 

cc: KHc0797 Rcpon O w  February 14.1998 PjgC ?Of3 

Sample ID : 98A0621-033.999 

- Parameter QWlificr Rcsult DL RL Uniu DF Annlyst Dare Tlme Bqtch M 
hd-214 1.14 4-0.183 0-0807 l.M pCilg 1.0 
M~n-c-3 U O.E.59 40.0271 0.0494 0.100 P c i g  I O  UB 02/17/98 1446 116681 I 

Neodymium- I47 U -0.424 4- 0.332 0.527 1-00 p c i g  J.0 

-----. - 
M ~ ~ ~ t y - 2 0 3  0 0.00 d-0.0376 0.04 19 1.00 p a g  1.0 

Nepmniua-239 U 0,0318 t/-0.119 0.21 I 1.00 p c i g  1.0 
Niabium-94 U 0.00714 +1-0.07,4$ 0.W3 1 1-00 pciig 1.0 
Niobium-9S U 0.00299 d-0.0360 0.05s I 1.00 p c i g  1.0 
Pousrium4 20.6 4-2.41 0.406 1-00 pas 1.0 

Pmmertu-um- 146 l.I 0.0170 +/-O.(r99, 0.0535 0.100 p c i s  1.0 
Radium-226 J 0.977 4- 0.i69 0.0824 1.00 pciig 1.0 
Ri1dium-228 137 +1-0.326 0.139 1.00 p c i g  1.0 
Ruthenium- 106 u 401% 4-0.21-4 0.375 omo pcilg 1.0 

Thallium-208 I asw c/-o.mse 0 0379 1-00 p w g  1.0 
Thorium-134 U 0.893 +I- 1-20 1 A5 1.00 pCi/g 1 .O 
710-1 13 u -0.0147 cl-0.0287 0.w9 1 1.00 p a i g  1.0 
Umiurn-235 U 0.131 4-0.139 0.34s 0.Sob pcvg 1.0 

u -0.0280 +/-O.MOS 0.105 0.2m pcvs 1.0 
2lrcarrjurn-gS U 4.0360 i/-0.0578 0.08 19 1.00 pais 1.0 

Promethium-1 6c U -0.00960 4-0.0239 0.0404 0.100 1.0 

Silrcr-I 1OM u .o.m770 4-0.0232 0.0397 1.00 pCi/s 1.0 
u -0 .0~3  +I-ao36.1 0.0508 0.700 pcjlg 1.0 Sodium-= 

Y [mum- 8 8 U 0.00485 4-0.0229 0.0393 0.100 pCi/g 1.0 
Zinc-6S 

Comraents: 
H g - W  no[ quantified due 10 inrm.rnce. 

P. 0. BO* 30711 Charlesion. SC 29-11 7 (RO3I 5564171 Fax ft103l7CG-117U 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Laborarories, Inc. Affiliate. 

--- CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

Clicnr. Ksjscr Hill Company, LL.C 
Rocky Flats Envimnmcnwl Tech. Si= 
Bldg. 88 1 
Golden, Colando 80402.046.) 

Environmental samples Rapid (D) Tumamund 
Contact: Ms. Virgcnc ldckcr 

h j e a  Ducriprion; 

e: ICHC000797 Report Date. February 74,1998 Page 3 0 

M = Method M t t h d - D ~ ~ ~ r i p t i ~ n  
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ENVf RONMEMAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A C e n e d  Engineering Laboratories, Inc. Affiliate 

CERTIFICATE O F  ANALYSIS 

Clicor: Kaiser Hill Company. L L C .  
Rocky Flats Environmad Tech. Sire 
Bldg. 80 I 
Golden. Colorado 60402-046r 

Environmental samples Rapid (D) Tumamund 
Contocc Ms. Virsmr ldekrr 

Projcct Description: 

Repon Date: Fcbruvy 24.1998 Pn!P l o  ct: KHcm797 

- 
RL Units DF Analyst Date Time Ea& Parnmeter Q U i l i e r  Result DL 

Ridiologicrl 
Gamma P H .  - 98 iicrna 

Actinium-220 
Amcridum-241 
Andmony- 124 
Andmony-I 25 
Eon'um-133 

Beryiljurn-7 
Bismuth-212 
B ismuth-2 14 
Cerium-1 39 
Griurn-I41 
cclium-144 
ChIurn-iN 
cesium-136 
Cuium- 137 
Chromium-51 

Cobalt-S7 
Cob&-3 
Cobslr-60 
Eumpium-lS7 
Europium-1 SJ 
Europium-1 52 
Iodine- 13 1 

BPrium-140 

CobalL--56 

Iridium-192 
imn-59 @ Lad-212 

U 
U 
U 
u 
U 
U 

J 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
L' 

131 
0.0103 

-0.0062 I 
O-Ml I 3 

-0.00606 
0.wo 

-0.MS8 
1.13 

0.928 
-0.0061 1 
O.oOO6 I I 

6.109 

0.0354 
-0.01 13 
-0.0676 
0.0136 

-0.00348 
-0.00s 74 

0.0141 
-0.0387 
0.00132 
0.0335 

-0.0186 
0.00953 

-0.00906 
1.41 

-a00671 

+I- 0.274 
t/- 0.163 

+I- 0.0721 
+/- 0.05 I7 
+I- 0.0298 
4- 0.139 
+/- 0. I76 
4- 0.375 
+I- 0.1 so 

+/- 0.0173 
+I- 0.15?124 
+I- 0.1 19 

+/- 0.02 L 8 
if- 0.06 17 
+I- 0.021 6 
4- 0.1 14 

+I- 0.0243 
if- 0.0 I50 
d- 0.02 15 
+I- 0.014 I 
4- 0.05W 
4- 0.0763 
+I- 0.0642 
4- 0-0646 
4- 0.0202 
+/- 0.0565 
+I- 0. I79 

0.123 

0.0387 
0.094 I 
0.0445 
0.23 
0.3 1 I 
0.293 

0.0659 

0.0620 
0.206 

0.0331 
0.1 16 
0.0370 

0.361 
0.01139 
0.0170 
0.0369 
0.0455 

0.137 
0.1 19 
0.107 

0.0355 
0.101 

0.057 1 

0.2778 

o.a:oti 

o.mm 

1.00 pCi/g 
0.400 pCi/g 
1.00 pcig  
0.200 pcilg 
1.00 pciis 
la0 p c i g  
1.00 pU/g 
1.00 p c i g  
1.00 pCi& 
i a o  p c i g  

0.500 pcig 
0.100 p u g  

1.00 pCifs 

1.00 pCilg 
5.00 pCifg 
1.00 pCi/s 
1-00 p a 2  

0.100 pci/g 
1.00 pCilg 
0.100 pCilg 
0.500 UCilz 
0.100 pCif2 
0.200 pCi/s 
5.00 pcifg 
1-00 pCi/y 
1.00 pCi/g 
1.00 pcilg 

1.0 UB 0317198 1446 116681 
1 .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
I .o 
1.0 
I .o 
i .o 
I .o 
10 
I .o 
I .o 
1 0  
I .o 
I .o 
I .o 
I .o 
1 0  
I .o 
I .o 
I .a 
I .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
I .o 
I .O 
I .o 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

'I 'EL:UU3 7b9 7 3 7 b t 4 U 2 8  P.  [ 

ENV(R0NMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Labormries, Inc. Ahiliate. 

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS -- 
Client: Kaiser Hill Company. L.LC. 

Roclcy Riw fivironrncntzl Tech. Sire 
8ldg. 881 
Goldm, Colorado 80402-0464 

Envimnmcntil rynplu Ripid (D) Turnaround 
Co;lran: Mr. Viqgenc ldckcr 

Project Description: 

Report DYC Februaq 14, 1998 page 2 o f Z  cc: KHC000797 

Simple ID ; 98AO62 14335.1 05 

Pimmrter Qualifier Result DL RL UnltJ DF Anilyst Date Time Batch X: 
Leod-2 14 
M~ngylcw-54 

Neodymium-147 
Neptunium-239 
Niobium-94 
Niobium-95 
Potassium40 
Prorn&ium-1# 
Promethium-1 46 
Rndium-z6 
Radium-2% 
Ruthenium-106 

Sodium-22 
Th;llliu rn-1OR 
Thorium-234 
Tin-1 13 
Uryli u 111-235 

Zinc-65 
Zirconium-95 

M ~ r ~ ~ 1 y - 2 0 3  

I 

Silver-1 10M 

Ynrium-aa 

U 
U 
J 

U 
U 
U 
1 
U 
U 
U 
U 
u 
U 

1-08 
0.0186 
0.00 

0.173 

4.001 43 
0.m I 

27.1 
4.000 128 

QO222 
0.928 

1.32 

-0.00563 
o.oO0197 

0.426 
0-7 

0.00139 
0.607-66 
-0.00536 

0.0671 

aoa11 

a.wi 

0.0364 

.- 
+/- 0.162 

+f-0.0219 

+I- 0.197 
+I- 0.1 14 

4- 0.0201 
+I- 0.0279 

4- 3.04 
4- 0.&?07 

if- 0. I so 

4- 0.185 
4- 0.0200 
4- 0.0373 
+I- 0.0681 
4- 1.59 

+I- 0.0346 
+/-O.lES 

4- 0.0734 
+I- 0.0796 
+I- 0.0427 

+i- a.055 I 

4- o.ea9 

+I- a m  

- 
0.0709 
0 0422 
0.0407 
0549 
0.103 

0.0352 
0.0466 
0.310 

0.03M 
012469 
0.0659 
0.123 
0.330 
0.034 
0.0488 
0.0396 

I .97 

0230 
0.0409 
0.0317- 
0.07 85 

o.om 

1.00 p a g  
0.100 pciig 
1.00 pcilp 
l.w pci/g 
1.00 p c i g  
1.00 pciig 
1.00 pcug 
1.00 p a s  

0.100 pciig 
0.100 F i g  
1.00 pciig 
1.00 p a s  
0.86d pCig 

1.00 pCilg 
0.700 p C i g  
1.00 p c i g  
1.m p c i g  
1.00 p c i g  

0.500 pcifg 
0.100 pCi/g 
0.100 pcvg 

1.00 pc ig  

- 
1 .o 
1.0 EJB OU17/98 1616 116681 I 
1 .o 
I .o 
1 .0 
I .o 
1 .o 
1 .Q 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1.0 
I .o 
I .o 
1 .0 
I .o 
I .o 
I .o 
I -0 
J .0 
I .D 
1.0 
1.0 

P. 0. Box 307 12 Charlesion, SC 13-11 7 18031 556-M17 I Fax  (803) 766- 1 170 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PtiYsrcs, INC. 

'I'C'L:)103 769  737bt4028 r 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, 1NC. 
A General Engineering Labofaroriw, Inc. Affiliate. 

-. CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

Cl icnc Kaiser Hill Compnny, LLC 
Rocky RaLs Envimnmcncal Tech. Sicc 
&Ids. 881 
Golden. Colorado 80402-&h% 

Environmcnd samples Rapid ID) Turnaround 
Conr~ct: Ms. Virgenc ldcker 

PfOJCCt De~cripuoo: 

cc: KHC000797 Rcpon Dace: FebtWUy 24, 1996 Plge 3 r 
-- 

Sample ID : 93A061l-035. I os 

/ 
This d m  repon has b a n  prepared and reviewed 
in acmrdvlcc with General Enghctdng Labonroncs 
rmdard opcndng prnccdurcs. Plcuc direa 

P. 0. Bow 30712 Charleston, SC 29417 - l8n3) 551-8171 fax  (803) 766-1 178 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PhYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Laboratories, Inc. AffiliJte. 

P. 

--_ CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS .-- -- 

Clicnl: Kaiser Hill Company. L.L.C. 
Rocky Halt EnvirammtJ1 Tcck Si= 
BIdg. 881 
Golden. Colamdo 804024464 

En~rnncwntd m p ( u  Rapid (D) Tumarnund 
Conroa: Ms Virgenc Idckcr 

Project Description: 

cc: lCHCOM797 
- 

Snmple 1D : 98AO621-oQ3.009 (bo- -  I \ \  3c L C - c C  

h b  ID : 9802251-25 
Marrix : Mise. 
Date Callcned : OYW98 
Dace Rertu ved : 02/[37/98 
Ri0flI-y : Routine 
Collector : Clienr 

Pammcttr Qudificr Rcrult DL Rt Units DF Analyst Diu Time Batch h- -- 0 Radiologid 
G~mma PHh - 98 ircm 
Actinium-228 
Americium-24 1 
Antimony-I24 
Antimony-125 
BJrium-133 

' Barium-140 
Beryllium-7 
Bisrnrtchh~I2 
81smuth-z14 
Csriu m- 1 39 
G~UTU- 14 I 
ccn'um- 144 
Gsiurn-I 34 
CtSium-I36 
Cesium- 137 
Chromium-51 
Cobal t--56 
Cobalt-57 

Cabalt-60 
Eumpiurn- 152 
Eumpiom- 154 
Europium- 15.5 
Iodine- I3 t 

COW (-58 

Lcld-2 I3 

U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

I 
U 
u 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
u 
U 
U 
U 
I! 
u 

1.57 
-0.6923 
0.00279 
-0.0 I05 
-0.01ss 

0.135 
4.145 

1.14 
0.826 

0.00737 
0.00909 
0.0499 

0.00349 

0.0373 
-0.3 1 1 

0.00276 
0.00599 

-O.o00;185 
-0.0402 
-0.0544 

0.00 
0.00198 
0.0133 

1.49 

- 0 . 0 7 ~  i 

o . 0 ~ 6 a  

0.006~2 

4- 0357 
4- 0.124 
4- 0.0312 

4- 0.5399 
t/- 0.185 
4- #254 
4- 0514 
+I- 0.163 
d- 0.0229 
M- 0.0467 
if- 0.155 

4- 0.0308 
4- 0.0999 
+I- 0.M75 
+I- 0.341 

+I- 0.0343 
4- 0.0 190 
+/- 0.0326 

+I- o.om 

+I.. 0.029a 
+i- 0.078s 
+/- 0.1)O 
4- 0.121 

4- 0.0877 
4- 0.0Sbj 
4- 0.0785 
+I- 0.187 

0. I79 
0.187 

0.0546 
0.1 18 

O.QS66 
033 I 
0.3 8? 
0364 

0.0906 
0.0389 
0.0793 
016i 
0.0476 
0.145 

O.QS16 
0.464 

0.0i93 
0.0327 
0.0577- 
0.0S43 
0. I26 
0.1 88 
0.122 
0. I45 

0.0682 
0.135 

0.0742 

1.m p a 5  
0.400 p c i s  
1.01) p c i g  

0.200 pci/g 

1.0 pais 
1.00 pcgg 
1-00 pcvp 
1.00 pcvs 
1.00 pciig 
1.00 pci/g 

a . m  p c i g  
0.100 pciig 

1.00 pci/g 
5.00 pci/g 
1.00 pci/g 
1.00 p c i s  

0.100 pc;/g 
1 .OO pCifg 

0.100 pci/g 
0.330 pCi/g 
0.200 pci/g 
n.200 pG/g 
5.00 pcig 
1.00 pCi/g 
1.m pC2g 
1.00 pci/g 

1AQ pCiil~ 

1.0 a OU171'98 I117 116681 ; 
I .O 
1 .o 
1 .o 
I .O 
I .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
I .a 
I .a 
I .a 
I .o 
1.0 
1.0 
I .o 
I .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
I .a 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
I .0 
I .o 
1.0 
I .o 
I O  

P. 0. BOX 30712 9 Charleston. SC 29417 (8031'556-8171 Fax reo31 XA.L.L~R,,~,  .,<. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Lahratories, Inc. Affiliate. 

- CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

Client: Gser  Hill Company, L.Lc. 
Rocky Flats Envimnmenol Tcch. Sitc 
Bldg. 881 
Golden. Colorndo 80402-oJ64 

Envirnnmtntd sornples Rapid (0) Turnaround 
Concoct: Ms. Virgule ldeicu 

Project D W p t i o n :  

UL- KHC000797 Rcpon Date: Fchruvy 24.1998 Rgc 2 o f  

Samplc ID : 9a~0621-003.009 

Rf. Units DF Analyst Olte  Time Bpuh p - PaGlInctu Qualifier R m l t  DL 

Mjngnnue-sQ U -0.00153 +4-0.0326 0.0492 0.100 pCig 1.0 EJB OU17B8 l q - 7  116681 

-- 
0.094 I 1.00 p c i $  1.0 h d - 2 1 4  J 0 . m  +I- 0.160 

M W - 2 0 3  U -0-Oa664 +/- 0.0314 0.0516 ID0 pcilg 1.0 
Neodymium- 147 U 0.197 +I- 0392 0.717 1.00 pciig 1.0 
NcpnmIum-239 U 0.119 40.136 0.243 l.m pa/g 1.0 
Niohiiua-9-4 U -0.0331 +/-0.0330 O.WS0 1.00 pcig 1.0 
Niobium95 U 0.0173 +I- 0.0.13 I 0.0679 1.00 pcvg 1.0 
Patasslurn-40 30.0 +/-3.55 0.44 1.00 p c i g  1.0 
Romerhium- 141 u 0.00229 +/-0.0321 0.0492 0.100 pmg 1.0 

Rodiurn-226 1 0.826 +I- aim 0.0906 1.00 pciig 1.0 
Promethium-I46 U 0.0 10s +I- 0.0343 0.0612 O-JW) pCiig 1.0 

Radium-228 1557 +1-0.357 0.179 1.00 pCi/g 1.0 
Rurhenium-lo6 U 0,190 4-0.248 0.358 0.8W G i g  1.0 
Silver-llOM U O.OO409 +/-Q.O331 0.0499 1.00 pCi& 1.0 
SOdiUm-22 u -0.0193 +i-a.a393 0.0672 0.700 p C i g  1.0 
?hJlliurn-208 J 0.465 +/-0.0904 0.0466 1.00 p c i g  1.0 
' I h O t i U m - U Q  1.61 4- 1-44 I .5a 1.00 pcug I .o 
Tim1 13 u 0.00441 +I-0.0360 0.0S98 1.00 pcilg 1.0 
Uranium-235 U 0.101 +/-0.160 0.375 o3aa pais 1.0 
Ytrrium-88 U O.M)727 +(-0.0211 0.0486 0.100 pcilg 1.0 
tinc-6s U 0.0683 +I. o.oa95 0.IU  0.2m Gig 1.0 

U 0.0269 +/- 0.0608 0.1 OB 1.00 pcig 1.0 Zirco niu m-9 5 



MAK. -16' YB(MUNI 15:07 ti L L MKK'I'NC; AWS/  y U A L 'IEL:803 7bY 737bt4028 t). 

ENVfRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering 1 aboratories, lnc. Affitiare. 

.-.- CERTIFICATE O F  ANALYSIS - 
Client: Kaiser Hill Company. LLC. 

Rocky Rnu Environmenial Tcch. Site 
Bldg. 881 
Golden, Colorado 80402-0444 

bvimnmenral samples Ropid (D) Turnaround 
Canroc!: Ms. Virgcne ldekcr 

Project Description: 

cc: KHCM30797 Repon Datt: Fsbnrary a, 1998 Page 30! 

Sample ID : 98.4062 1-o(U.O09 

-. - M = Method Mcth od-Desm'p tfa n 

Nora: 
The qualikrs in rhis reporr LIT de6ned as follows: 
ND indicates Khat the malytc was no( ddccccd at a cnnccncmtion gram thvl  the dcrcction limir. 
J ~ n d i a l a  presence of andyte at P concamdon iess rhvr the reponing lim'r (RL) pnd gram than the. deucrion limir (DL). 
U i n d i m  hat the ;mdyte ms noc dcieaed at D concmtrrion geaier than the dctcaion limir - indicates hat J qodicy concrol sndyte recovery is ouuide af specified acccptmcc crirm'a. 

This dntr repon har heen prrpYed and reviewed 
in accordme with CcnrrJl hginming L;rborjioricr 
r r a n d d  orn-dng pmcedurcs. Plme direct 

P. 0. BOK 30712 Ch.irleston, SC 23-117 (8031 556-rJ171 Fas (8031 i6h-11iB 
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A&? \ ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. d!Q 
PHYSICS, INC. 

A General Enginecfing LJborarories, Inc. Affiliste. 
ENWRONMEMAL  

-- CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS ----- 

Clicnr: Kaiser Hill Company, L.L.C. 
Rocky F l a s  Envimnmmtal Tech. Site 
Bids. 88 1 
Golden. Colondo 80402-0464 

Environmental wmpla RJpid (D) Turnsmbnd 
Conocc Ms- Vitgcnc ldc~~cr 

Pmjecc Ducnption: 

Psge I of CC: MC00o797 Repon Dau: February 24.1998 
- 

Sample ID :98AO621-006.018 s o - \ \ V  uE 

M&X : Mirc 
. Dart Colientd : 072NWQ8 

Dote R e i v e d  : Q9M1190 
R i O r i t y  : Rouunc 
Collecror : Client 

lab ID : 9 ~ 0 7 1 ~  I -16 

-- 
Parnrnerrt Qualifier Rcsuli DL RL U n h  DF Aaf~lyst Date Time Batch 5 -- 

Radiological 
Gamma PHA - 98 irrmr 
Actinium-"8 
Americium-141 
Antimony-1 24 
Anrirnony-125 
B~~n'urn-133 
Byium- 140 
B eryllism-7 
Bismuth-% 2 
Bir much-2 14 
Cerium-139 
Ccrium-14 1 
Ctriu m-lw 
Cctium-134 
Cuium-136 
C~siurn-137 
Chromium-SI 
Cobalt-56 
Cobdt-57 
Coblf-58 
Ca halt-60 
Europium1 51 
Etrrapium-i 54 
Europium- 1% 
Iodin& 13 1 
Iridium-192 
imn-59 
&ad-? I3 

U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

u 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

908 
-0.03a2 
aai io 

0.00509 
O.oQ0680 

0.0793 
-0. I30 

1-57 
1.20 

-0.00293 
0.00s 10 

-0.141 
-0.0 14 1 
-0.0409 
6.0347 
-0.0565 
0.W735 
0.0 103 

-0.00179 
-0.007 I3 
0.00864 
0.04 19 
0.10'4 

-0.0 I86 
-0.0 147 
-0.03 I6 

2-07 

4- a39 I 
+&CLIP 
4- 0.0289 
+I- 0.068 1 
+I- 0.0343 
4- 0. I73 
+f- 0371 
+I- 0.460 
if- 0. I8d 

+1-0.0219 
+I- Czas 1 3 
+I- 0.l49 

+I- 0.0286 
4- 0.0794 
+I- 0.0292 
4- 0.268 

+I- 0.0294 
+/- 0.01 80 
+I- 0.0274 
+I - 0.03 M 
+I- 0-0719 
+!- 0.0973 
4- 0.1 I3 

+I- 0.0721 
if- 0.038 

4- 0354 
d- o.oao1 

0.186 
0.195 
0.0509 
0.120 

0.0538 
0306 
0.40 I 
0.3 76 

0.0896 

0.0788 
0.244 

0.C413 
0.135 

0.0472 
a439 
0.0509 
0.0304 
0.M67 
0.0527 
0.1'51 
0.176 

0.0372 

a. I 32 
a. I 17 

O.cN14 
0.1 18 

03686 

1.00 pciig 
0.400 pc ig  

1 .oo pcilg 
0.200 p w g  
1.m pcig 
1.M) p c i g  
1.00 p c i g  
1-00 p a g  

1.00 p c i g  
1-00 G i g  

0.100 pcug 
1.00 pci ig  
5.00 p a i g  
1.00 pcvg 
1.00 p c i g  

0.100 pc i&!  
1.00 p c i g  

0.100 p c i g  
0.500 pCYg 
0.200 pci/g 
0.200 pCi/g 

5.00 pCils 
1.M) pCifg 
1.00 pCi1,n 
1.00 wig 

1.00 

0,500 pCVg 

1.0 EJB 0317/98 1448 116681 I 
1 .o 
I .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
1 .o 
1.0 
1.0 
I .o 
1.0 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
L .o 
I .o 
I .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
I .a 
1 .o 
1 .O 
1 .Q 

1 .o 
I .o 



ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Laboratories, Inc. Affiliate. 

-- 
CERTl FICATE O F  ANA LY SI S 

Clienc Kaiser Hill Company, LLC 
Roclsy Flau Environmental Tech. Site 

Golden. Colondo 80402-0464 

EnvimnmcnW wmplcs Rapid (D) Turnwound 

m g .  8a1 

Conracc Ms. Virgcnc ldcker 
Projcct Dcsniprionr 

=: KHc000797 Rcpon Dare: February 14.1998 Page 20f 

Sample ID : 98A0621.006.018 

QudiRcr Rrnrlt DL RL Units DF Analyst Dnte Time Batch h Pnrnmctcr 

L e ~ d - 2  14 1.30 4-0.194 0.0900 1.00 pcill: 1.0 

hrleEufy-203 u 0-00 +1-0.m1 0.0497 1.00 pciig  1.0 
N d p l i u m -  I47 U 0376 4-0394 0.71 3 1-00 p m g  1.0 
Neptunium-239 U -0.0583 +I- 0-IS0 0.229 1-00 pciig 1.0 
Niobium-% u aam81 +t-a~64 0.0452 1.00 pci/g I .o 
NiobiumdS U 0.0689 4- 0.05s 0.0693 1.00 pciig 1.0 
P O ~ S i l t r n - i a  28.5 43.21 0.44 1 1.00 pcug 1.0 

U a0125 +/-0.4364 0.0465 0.100 p m g  1.0 Promcchiuml++ 
U 0.0108 4- 0.0313 0.6558 0.100 pCVe 1-0 Promethium- 146 

R2dium-226 1.20 +/- 0.1 88 0.0096 1-00 pCi/g 1.0 

Ruthenium-106 U -0.208 +1-o.m 0.41 1 0.600 PCifg 1.0 
Silver-1 10M U -0.00616 4-0.0265 0.0419 1.W pCifg 1.0 

U 0.0152 4- 0.0348 0.0629 0.700 pcilg 1.0 Sodium-72 

Thorium-234 
7 3 - 1  13 U 0.00139 4-0.0332 0.0585 1.00 pCiJg 1.0 

0.268 0.500 pCi/g 1.0 

U 0.0188 +I- 0.032 a0303 0.100 $i/g 1.0 EJB 02/17/98 I U 8  11668i M~gnnoncst-54 

e 

Radium-228 308 +I- 039 1 0.186 1.00 pc i g  1.0 

fhd1iu~1-206 J 0.631, +I- 0.0958 0.W84 1.00 pciig 1.0 
2.77 4- 1.85 I .57 1.00 pcgg 1.0 

Umium-235 U 0.138 +I- 0.204 
Ytrrium-Fld U 0.00979 +/-0.0276 O.Oi37 0.100 pCi/g I .o 
Zinc-65 U 0.0300 +I- 0.0790 0. I26 0.200 pcig 1.0 

u o . 0 0 0 ~ ~  +I- 0.0569 0.0969 1.00 pci/g 1.0 Zirconium-95 

Comments: 
Hs-203 not qunrttiried due to inrerfmncc. 

P. 0. BOX 30712 Charlrsron, Sc 1 ~ 1 7  0 (8031 556-8171 Fax tOafi 766-1 1 7 ~  
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Laboratories. lnc. Adiliare. 

- CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS -. .- . 
I 

C1 icnr: Kaiscr Hill Company. LLC.  
Rocky narr Enviroornmtsl Tech. S i t r  

Galden. Colorado 00402-0464 

Environmcnml samples Rspid (D) Turnwound 

map. a81 

Conracc Ms. Virgeent Ideke 
Project Dcscripdotx 

cc: IcHc000797 Rcpon Dare: February 24. 1998 P3ge 3 of 

Simple SD 98A0621-006.018 

M = Method Method-Description -- 

This dau tepon has bccn pnplrcd and nvicwcd 
in accordance Wich Gene131 Engineering hhararories 



MAK. -1b' YS (MON) 15:U8 GEL MKK'I'N(;/A(;(;'I'/UUAL 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

'fEL:803 7bY 7 3 7 6 + 4 0 2 8  

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Eng inwring Labom tories, Inc. A (filiate. 

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 
. .. ---.-- 

Client: Kaiser Hill Company. LLC 
Rocky Rats EnvimnrnendTech. Site 
Bldg. B81 
Galdm. C Q ~ X ~ O  804(r,-046J 

Bv~mnmenrsl m p l U  -pi4 @) Turnaround 
Contact: Ms Virgtne fdclcer 

Pmject kcripdon: 

Sample ID : 98Ao621-037,.~6 Re- 124 6s-k  
Lab ID : 98023 1-27 
MWiX : MIsc 
Date Collected : 02/04/98 
Darc Received ; OMI7/98 
Ri0rlL.y : Rouune 
Collaor : C l i a t  

RL Units DF AwIyst h i e  Time Batch - Pa rametcr Quafifier Rerult DL 

Gamma PHA - 98 i t e m  
Acriniurn-228 
Amddum-24 1 
~nrimony-124 
ANimony-I25 

Barium-140 
Beryllium-7 
Bismurh-112 
Bismuth-214 
ccrium- I39 
Ccrium-I4l 
cerium- I41 
Cesium4 34 
Cesium-1 36 
Cuium-137 
Chmmium-5 1 

Cobalt4 7 
Cobalt-38 
Cobalr-60 
Europium- I 52 
Eumpium- 1% 
Europium- L 5s 
Iodine- I3 I 

BUbm-133 

Cobdt-56 

, Iridium-192 
Irun-39 

U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
3 
J 
u 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
u 
U 
U 
U 

1.23 
-0.0 I71 
-0.0130 
-0.Q343 
0.0153 
0.0521 

-0.0443 
0.760 
0.893 

-0.m335 
-0.00240 
4.0 185 

0.007239 
0.0233 
-0.1 10 

0.00121 

0.M202 
0.0555 

-0.071 2 
0.0478 

-0.0304 
0.0 I46 

-0.0 107 
1.13 

-aam 

a.m1 t 

-a.mRs 

+I- 02.54 
4- 0.107 

' 4- 0.0208 
+I- 0.0532 
44- 0.0221 
4- 0.153 
4- 0.181 
4- a341 
if- 0. I58 
4- 0.01 66 
+I- 0.03 1 E 
4- 0.121 
+I- 0.0918 
4- 0.0653 
+I- 0.0103 
+I- 0.203 
4- 0.0242 
+/- 0.0 147 
4- 0.0220 
+/- 0,0246 
4- O.OSO7 
+/- 0.0778 
4-0.0610 

4- 0.0 193 
+/- 0.0546 
4- 0. IS6 

+I- o.osa I 

a. 161, 
0.169 
0.0362 
0.0877 
0.04 14 
0.165 
0.306 
0.327 

0.0669 
0.0272 

0. I98 
0.0336 
0.1 1s 

0.345 

0.0438 
0.0'24s 
0.0381 
0.OsSY 
0.0968 
0.131 
0.1 a6 

0.0979 
0.0352 
0.0939 
o.os-(1 

0.0577 

o .am 

1.00 pCils 
0.400 PCdg 

1.00 pci/g 
02m p c i g  
1.00 pcvg 
1.00 p c i g  
1.w pc i ig  
1.00 pci/g 
1.00 pcig 
1-00 pcug 
1.00 p a p  

0.100 pCi& 
1-00 pcilg 
5.00 p c i s  
1.00 pc;/s 
1.00 p c i g  

0.100 pCilg 
1.00 pcu5 

O-IOO pCi/s 
0.500 pCi/s 
0.200 pCi/p 

0.500 pCiig 

0.300 pci/g 
5.00 pcilg 
1-00 pci/g 
I.oa pcis 
I.00 pciig 

1.0 W E  @317/98 1 4 8  I16681 
1 .O 
I .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
I .o 
I .a 
1 .O 
1 .o 
I .a 
I .o 
I .O 
t.0 
1 .o 
1 .o 
I .o 

I .o 
I .o 
I .O 
I .o 
I .D 
I .o 
I .o 
I .o 

I .a 

I .a 



MAK. -ib' 98IMUNI 15:U8 0 E L MKK 'I" G / A C; G T  / U A L 'I'EL:8U3 7b9 737bt4VZS P 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVlRONMfNTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering La borarories, Inc. Nfi/iafe. 

- -.- - CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

Clicnt; Kaiser Hill Company. LLC. 
Rocky Fiats Envimnmcntd Tech. Site 
BlQC. 881 
Goldco: Colondo 804024464 

Environrrunral snmpics Rnpid (D) TuMunc l  
Conrnct: Ms. Virgene Idekcr 

~m?ccI Desaipcionr 

Repon Dare: Frbruay 24,1996 P a s  2 0  cc: KHc000797 
-- .---.-- 

Sample ID : 9BA0623-032.096 
- 

PrrrPrncter Qualifier Rmlc  DL Unib DF Anulyst Datr Time Batch 

0.100 pC3g 1.0 EJB 07J17B8 1 U 8  116681 Mndganue-54 U aoi 1 ti +I- a o a a  0,0437 

_I- 
- 

J 0.991 4- 0.166 0.0668 1-00 p c i g  1.0 

MCW-203 U -0.00476 t/-Q.0249 0.0388 1-00 pas 1.0 
Neodymium- I 47 U -0.143 +I- 0306 0.484 1.00 peis 1.0 
Neptunium-239 U -04670 4-0.107 0.174 1.00 p c i g  1.0 
Niobium-94 U QM873 +1-0.09,01 0.0371 la0 pCYg 1.0 
Niobium-95 u 0.0100 +/- 0.0333 0.0597 1-00 pcug 1.0 
P O ~ s i U r n 4 . 0  23.0 +/-US 0.344 1.00 pcis I .o 
Prometliurn-144 U -0.00507 +/-0.0214 0.0178 a100 pcig s.0 
Pmmechium-l46 U O.MZ83 4-0.0245 a.ow 0.100 pCiig 1.0 
Rlrdi~n-226 J 0.893 +I- 0. I 513 0.0669 1.00 pc ig  1.0 
&diu m-228 113 + I -O -ZJ  0.1 61 1.00 pCi1g 1.0 
R u t h d m -  106 U -0-0708 +I- 0.176 0.3 1 Z 0.800 pcilg 1.0 
Silver-I !OM U 0.00691 4-0.0216 0.0358 1-00 p w g  1.0 

u -0.00731 +/-0.0179 0.0470 0.700 pais 1.0 

Tin-1 13 U 0.00195 +/-0.0253 0.0142 1.00 p a / s  1.0 
U O.W-2 4- 0.125 a210 O-Sc#) pcilg 1.0 

Yun'um-88 U O.Ml836 cl-0.0205 0.0413 a m  @ig I O  
U -0.0176 4-0.0636 0.0935 0.200 pciig 1.0 

Zirconium-% u -0.0230 +/. 0.6111 0.0706 1.00 pcil: I .o 

Lwd-214 

Sodium-77 
Thallium-208 J 0.5 E 2 +/- 0.0708 0.0363 1.00 pCig 1.0 

LO6 +I- 1.89 1.36 1-00 pCilg 1.0 TbOriUm-334 

Ursniurn-235 

Zinc-& 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General fif?gineefing Laboratories, Inc. Affiliate. 

- CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 

Client: Kaiser Hill Company. L.LC- 
Rocky Rarr E n v i r o n m f d  Tcch. Sitc 
BIdg. 881 
Caldcn. Colondo 8MO2-WM 

Environmental samples Rztpid (D) Turnaround 
Concoct. Els. Virgene l d e b  

Project Dexription: 

cc: KHc000797 Rrpon Dnrc: Fcbnwry 24. 1998 Page 30f -- 
Sample ID : 98A0611-031.096 

- -- - 
M = Method Method-Dcscdption . 

This data rtpon has been prepared and reviewed 
in accordance wirh Gcnenl Enginesing Labomcorics 

e 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS. INC. 

GEL MKK'I"C;/AI;G'S/ QUAL 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, I NC. 
A General Enginrefin$ LdhOfaOfk?S, Inc. Aftitiare. 

CERTIFICATE OF ANALYSIS 
-.*- 

Client Kaiser Hill Company. LLC 
Rocky flats Envimnmenral Teh. Sie 
Rldg. E81 
Golden. Colorado SMM-WM 

Environmental synple~ u p i d  (D) Turnaround 
Conwet: M+ Virgcnc Idckcr 

Pmjm Duniprion: 

PPgC I Of n: WlC000797 Repon Dace: F e b r u q  24. 1899 
- .- 

Sample ID :98AM11-036.108 B o - -  131 e 
Lab ID : 980'3 1-28 
Maaix : M i r c  
Date GUcctcd : O?JD.IBE 
Date Received : 02/07/98 
FiiOn'ly : Routine 
Colletror : Clicnc 

RL Units DF Andyst Date Time l 3 ~ t c . b  P 
I_ 

Pnrameter Qualifier Result DL 

Gamma PHA - 9% i icm 

0 Ra~dialoginl 

Actinium-228 
Ameticium-241 
Anrimmy-121 
An~irnony-I 25 
Barium- 133 
h i u r n -  I40 
Beryllium-7 
Bismu th-212 
Birmurh-2l4 
Ccrium- 1 39 
Cerium-141 
Cerium-l 
Ccsium- 136 
Cesium-) 36 
Cuium- 137 
Chromium-5 I 
Ca bnlc-SL 
Coball-57 
Cobalt-58 
Cobalt-60 
Europium- IS? 
Eu rapi u m- 1 54 
Europium- 15s 
lodine- I3 

4 Iridium- I92 

U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

I 
u 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 
U 

1.23 
0.0122 

-0.00737 

0.141 
-0.360 

I .21 
0.971 

0.0342 
0-OMW 

-(LO703 
0.016-1 
0. LO? 

6.1 IS 
0.0336 

4.00645 
0.0305 

-0.0226 
0-0140 

0.00914 
. 0.129 
0.0566 

0.000103 
0.00438 

1.23 

oma3 

o.oiai 

a . m i 9  

4- 0325 
4- om 

+I- 0.0526 
4- 0.1 1 I 

4- o-os69 
ti- 0.295 
+I- 0391 
+f- a710 
+I- 0.291 

+I- 0.0804 
4- 0.236 

4- 0.0493 
4-0.115 
4- D.WS3 
4- 0.41 1 
4- (2050 I 
4- D.OZ8.4 
t/- 0.0139 
4- 0.0433 
+/- 0.1 I6 
+/- 0.140 
+I- 0.151 

+I- a0311 

ti-0.117 
+I- a m 9  
44- 0.0991 
4- E 1 4  

0294 
0.162 
0.0848 
0.197 

0.529 
0.6S4 
0.6 15 
0. I 57 

0.126 
0.407 

0.0767 
0. I92 

0.0798 

0.0409 
0.0393 
0.08 1 1 
0.0713 
0.19B 
0.3-53 
0.209 
0.2 I4 

0.066 I 
0.179 
0.1 I? 

0.0903 

a . 0 5 ~  

0.688 

1.00 pci/g 
0.400 pCl/g 
1.00 p c i g  

0.200 pcitg 
1-00 p c i g  
1-00 pa/:: 
1-00 pa/g 

1.00 pciig 
1.00 pcis 

0.500 pC2g 
0.100 pci/g 

1JO pCYg 
-5.00 pci/g 
1.00 pCilg 
1-00 pCilg 

0.100 pci/s  
1.00 pCilg 

0.100 p c i g  
Q.500 pCi/g 
0.100 pCi/g 
0.200 pci ig 
5.00 pcug 
1.w p c i g  
1.00 pCi1g 

1-00 pCilg 

1.00 pci/g 

1.W pCi/g 

1.0 EJB 02J17I98 1449 116681 I 
I .D 
I .o 
I .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
t -0 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 
1 .o 

1 .a 
1 .o 
I .o 
I .o 
1 .D 
1 .o 
1 .o 
I .o 
I .o 
I .o 
1 .O 
1.0 
1 .o 
I .c1 

i .a 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering laboratories, Inc. Afiliate, 

--. CERTIFICATE --_ OF ANALYSIS 
.- 

Client: Kaiser Hill Company. CLC. 
Rocky RXS Envir-onmcnral Tcch. Site 
Bldg. 881 
~ o i u m .  Colondo am02.0464 

Conracr; Ms. Virgcnc ldekcr 
ptojett Ducripcion: Envimnmencal sample Rapid @) Tumvoond 

cc: KHC000797 Rtpon DXE: February 24.1998 R g e  20f  

. -- 
RL UniU DF Analyst Date Time Bpcch t -- Ponmeter Qualifier Rmlt DL 

M a n w - 5 4  U 0.0328 4- 0.0456 0.083 1 0.100 pC/s 1.0 EJE OY17198 1449 11668t 
Leob2l.T 1.18 4-D.734 0.141 1.00 p c i g  1.0 

M a r y - 2 0 3  U 0.0468 +/- 0.0439 0,0749 1.00 p w g  1.0 
Ncudymiurn- I47 U 0.46.10 4-0.616 1.10 1-00 pcig 1.0 

Niobium-94 U 0.m572 +r-D.W21 0.0735 1.40 p c i g  1.0 
NiabiuMS U -0.0290 4-0.0623 0.105 1.00 pcvs 1.0 
P0csssium;u) 21.9 42.73 0.636 1.00 pciig 1.0 
Promemiam- 144 u -0.0128 4-0.6113 0.07~7 0.IW pCdg 1.0 
h m C C h h -  146 U -0.0364 +1-0.0565 o . o m  0.100 pcvg I .o 

R3diurn-218 1.13 d- 0-325 0.2994 1.00 p c i g  1.0 

Silvcr-110M u 4.0219 +f-O.W110 0.07 10 I.00 p c i g  1.0 

ThsIlirrm-2Q!QB 1 0.520 +t-O.l20 0.0768 1.00 pcig 1.0 
3.59 + i - ~ a [  21 1 1-00 pcilg 1.0 

Tin-1 13 U -0.00323 +I-0.0495 0,0887- 1.00 pcilg 1.0 
Uranium-235 U 0.225 +I- 0248 0.437 0.500 pCi& I .o 
Yttrium40 U 0.01 64 +I- 0.0377 0 0755 0.100 pcug 1.0 
Zinc-& U -0.00618 4- 0.1 13 0.174 0-200 p c i g  1.0 
Zirconium-95 U -0.0496 4-0.0848 0.141 1.00 pcug 1.0 

Ncptuniqm-239 U -O.O!EO i-1-0.717 0.3 75 1-00 pct'g 1.0 

Radium-226 J 0.971 +I- 0 . m  0.157 1.00 pCi/g 1.0 

Putheniu rn-106 U 0304 +/-0.374 0.688 0.800 pCis 1.0 

U -0.00563 +/-O.aJlO 0.0904 0.700 pCi/g 1.0 Sodium-P 

Thorium-234 



ENVl RONMENTAL 
PHYSICS, INC. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PHYSICS, INC. 
A General Engineering Ldboratories, Ioc. Afiliare. 

- -~ CERTIFICATE .. ._ OF ANALYSIS 

Client: Kaiser Hill Cornpay. LLC. 
Rocky Flats Enuimnrncnrd Tcch. Site 
Bldg. 881 
Golden. Cotomdo 80402-046.1 

Envimnmnl wmplu Rapid (D) Turnaround 
Conincr; Ms, Virgenc Idckcr 

Pmjecl Iktcripdon: 

cc: KHCQco797 Rcpan Date: February 24. 1998 P3ge 3 of 3 
-.cI -- 

Sumple ID .98A062 1636.108 
- 

M = Method MeLhod-DeScn'ption 

This darn rcporr hns bc:n pnpard and reviewed 
in iccordance wirh C e m l  Engineering hbor~rorirs 
srsndard opmtipg proccduxs. PI-c direct / 
any quesdoo t your Pmjccl Minegcr. Lee H h tc (803) 556; 71. . 

v p  
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